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Nationalist Comment 


WHAT 


WE 
THINK 


on the month’s news. 


GATT deal disastrous 
for Britain 

We can usually be assured that an 
important public development presented as a 
‘triumph’ by the mass media is in fact 
precisely the opposite, and so it is with the 
GATT agreement just concluded in Geneva 
after seven years of tortuous negotiations. 
The agreement, heralded as great news for 
Britain, in fact constitutes a disaster for this 
country. 

The Tory press, greeting the agreement 
with unanimous glee on December 15th, was 
almost indecently anxious to tell its readers 
of the massive benefits it will bring to the 
British consumer by lowering the prices of 
many staple household purchases, this being 
made possible by the virtual elimination of 
what little remaining tariffs existed against 
imports from outside the European Comm- 
unity. What the papers acknowledged in 
much smaller print, however, was that the 
agreement meant that imports generally 
would almost certainly rise. British manu- 
facturing industry has been reduced over the 


past 20 years or so to a hollow shell of what 
it once was, and uncontrolled imports of 
finished goods have been by far the main 
cause of this. Now, our Government is 
going to be party to an even further increase 
in the share of the British market held by 
foreign producers. In other words, its 
medicine for the ills of the British economy 
is yet a bigger dose of the poison that has 


' created those very ills. The sickness is 


prescribed as the cure! 7 

Prime Minister Major has tried to sell the 
GATT deal to the British public by claiming 
that it will create some 400,000 new jobs 
over the next ten years. Even if this is true, 
at 40,000 new jobs per year that is hardly an 
impressive prospect to offer a nation whose 
officially acknowledged unemployment 
figure is still not far below 3 million and 
whose real numbers of the out-of-work are 
substantially higher. However, even this 
claim is just a piece of subtle playing with 
figures. It gives us no clue as to the number 
of existing jobs that will be lost during the 
same period. Of course, it is possible to find 
British industries that will gain in exports 
more than they will lose in imports.as a 
result of the deal. Chemicals, financial 
services, whisky and TV programmes are 
probably among them and it is possible that 
steel may be also. Against this it must be 
remembered that financial services and 
television are far from being labour-intensive 
industries, and a rise in exports of their 
products will affect the employment rate in 
this country only marginally. 

On a far greater scale will the British 
economy suffer from the reduced prices of 
imports. To take electronic goods as just one 
example, the halving of import tariffs will 
bring down the cost of a compact disc player 
by about 10 per cent. Video recorders, 
cassettes, photocopiers and computer 
equipment will also fall in price — to tke 
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undoubted advantage of Far Eastern pro- 
ducers. Of course, in the case of photo- 
copiers virtually everything we have in this 
country is already imported anyway, but in 
the event of someone making an effort to 
establish a domestic industry to supply these 
products the GATT agreement will simply 
make it much harder for them to do so. 

As for the British motor industry, the 
agreement is likely to contribute yet further 
to its destruction. As one example of what 
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Just what are the ‘European’ and ‘Amer- 
ican’ negotiators celebrating? 


we can expect, a Toyota Corolla now priced 
at £13,785 is likely to fall in price by about 
£2,000. 

Indeed, a result of the GATT deal will be 
cheaper prices all round, as the politicians 
are saying. But what use cheaper prices if 
Britain is not paying its way in the world 
because its own industries have mostly been 
destroyed and a huge portion of its work- 
force is living on the dole? 

The Government, of course, would prefer 


- that the British public did not think such 


unpleasant thoughts — indeed, better still, 


_ that they did not think at all. One appeal to 


the unthinking was the Government’s trium- 
phant announcement that the GATT agree- 
ment will boost world trade by as much as 
£180 billion. This is just another case of 
playing with figures. The man in the street 
is supposed to take it to mean that the 
world’s wealth is going to increase by just 


` that amount. In fact it means nothing of the 


kind; it means only that that that proportion 
of economic activity throughout the earth 
that is international — that is to say trade 
that takes place across frontiers rather than 
within frontiers — will, if forecasts are 
correct, increase by £180 billion. The plain 
truth about international trade is that during 
the years in which it has constituted an 
increasing part of economic activity in 
Britain the British economy has been steadily 
declining. Now this is poised to happen at 


even greater speed. 

The photograph which, perhaps more than 
any others, best symbolised the conclusion 
of the GATT agreement was that showing 
the beaming faces of ‘European’ represent- 
ative Leon Brittan and ‘American’ represent- 
ative Micky Kantor as they shook hands 
after many hours of what the papers 
described as ‘hard bargaining’. The suppos- 
ition of all this was that the two men 
somehow represented ‘opposite sides’ in the 


negotiations which had finally resolved their 


differences. It was a good act, and no doubt 
it impressed a good many people. There will 
be some nasty minds about, however, which 
will read into this picture something rather 
different from what was iatended. Did the 
smiles’ and handshake represent a triumph of 
reason and give-and-take — or were they the 
cocksure gestures of two men representing a 
commonality of interest who knew some- 
thing the dumb masses were supposed not to 
know? 


Barriers to ‘progress’ 


Two thorny issues slowed down the 
reaching of agreement on GATT, and both 
of them emanated from France. One 
originated in the traditional and long- 
standing desire of the French to maintain 
their strong farming community and the 
other in their wish to protect their film 
industry from the avalanche of Hollywoood 
products now drenching most of Europe. 
Conventional wisdom in Britain is that in 
both attitudes our cross-channel neighbours 
were behaving most unreasonably. But we 
think otherwise. 

France, much later in its industrial 
revolution than Britain, managed to retain 
much that was nationally valuable in the 
possession of a large agricultural economy 
which kept many of its population on the 
land and rendered the country self-sufficient 
in food production — a great strategic asset 
at any time. This was done at a cost, and the 
cost was of efficiency. To the doctrinaire 
believer in the ‘free market’ such a cost is 
never worth paying. The French, however, 
were prepared to forego some efficiency for 
the sake of maintaining an ancient rural 
culture and way of life that had proved a 
nationally fortifying element over centuries. 
Over the past three decades, France has in 
fact travelled a long way on the same road 
as Britain had previously — industrialising at 
great speed and moving towards an increas- 
ingly urbanised population. Many in that 
country, however, maintain that things have 
gone far enough in this direction and should 
go no further. The ultimate objective of the 
GATT agreement is that the subsidies which 
have protected the French farmer should 
eventually be eliminated, opening the door 
to a flood of cheap food, largely from 
America, which eventually would deliver 
French agriculture to ruin. The agreement at 
the present stage, however, allows the 
French to continue the subsidies for the time 
being. This has made the French unpopular 
with our own politicians — which is quite 


wrong. 

Equally unpopular has been the French 
resistance to imported film and video 
products. Again Britain has opposed France, 
and Britain has been wrong and the French 
right. We British have in fact totally caved 
in to the invasion of Hollywoood culture 
while the French have, much to their credit, 
been the principal nation in Europe to resist 
it. One only has to go to any high street 
video library to see what has happened in 
this country. The shelves are almost wholly 
dominated by American film products, most 
of them pure junk. Our own film industry, 
once one of the world’s biggest and even 
more markedly one of its best, is almost 


‘extinct. All this has been allowed in the 


cause of the ‘free market’. The market law 
of ‘supply-and-demand’, rather than a policy 
of national cultural self-defence, has carried 
the day. The result? Britain has become a 
US cultural colony. 

France does not wish to go the same way, 
and all credit is due to her for this. 

We British, instead of impatiently 
dismissing these French attitudes as barriers 
to ‘progress’, should be supporting the 
French and taking steps to implement the 
same policies in our own country. That we 
do not do so should be a matter of shame. 


Hogwash from the 
chattering classes; 


wisdom from the Shankill 


With very few exceptions, political 
leaders, churchmen and mass media comm- 
entators are praising John Major’s and Irish 
Premier Reynolds’ joint declaration on 
Northern Ireland as a brave bid for peace 
and perhaps the ‘last hope’ for an end to 
bloodshed in the province. Those who 
dissent from this rosy view are airily 
sidelined as ‘extremists’. 

But, as on so many issues in recent times, 
it is only from the ranks of so-called 
‘extremism’ that we can expect to hear any 
comment that shows signs of contact with 
reality. 

And the reality of the Major-Reynolds 
declaration is that it represents just one 
further milestone in the process of'surrender 
and sell-out that has continued without let-up 
since the late 1960s. 

The Government would immediately 
repudiate this by pointing to the pledge that 
it and all preceding governments have made 
over the past quarter-century: that Northern 
Ireland will remain part of the United 
Kingdom for as long as the majority in the 
province wish it. 

That pledge taken on its own can at the 


very best be described as half-hearted. It is 


not the way that the government of a proud, 
strong and vigorous nation speaks of a part 
of its territory, less still of a loyal and 
patriotic section of its people. The whole 
statement drips of fatigue and retreat. It says 
to the British in Ulster: ‘“We’d really rather 
you go but we won’t force you to until 
you’re ready.” To the many hundreds of 


thousands of loyal Ulster folk who gave 
their lives for Britain in its wars across the 
centuries, to say nothing of those living 
today who defend their national heritage 
with an ardour that puts many mainland 
Britons to shame, this is an insult to which 
the dictionary is inadequate in words of 
contempt. 

But when the pledge is. taken in conjunc- 
tion with everything else that the Govern- 
ment has been saying and doing it can be 
seen as less than worthless. At the same 
time as it speaks of the right of the majority 
in Ulster to stay in the UK it croons on 
about recognising the legitimacy of nation- 
alist aspirations to a united Ireland. To all 
but a half-wit these declarations are totally 
contradictory. And what kind of a govern- 
ment is it that regards as ‘legitimate’ the 
claim of a foreign power to a part of its 
territory? To the rest of the world, such a 
pathetic concession is a signal that Britain 
simply does not have the will to exercise 
sovereignty anywhere. But that is not all. In 
the seven-page document signed by Major 
and Reynolds there are, among other 
clauses:- 


@ A British commitment not to stand in the 
way of a united Ireland, but only on the 
basis of consent. 

@ A pledge that the future of Ireland is a 
matter for the people of Ireland alone, by 
agreement between North and South, 
through the principle of self-determination 
based on consent. : 

@ A preparation by Britain to legislate for a 
united Ireland, or another new constit-utional . 
arrangement, based on the free wishes of 


people North and South. 


This is the language of abdication, 
wrapped up euphemistically with verbal 
padding referring to ‘consent’, ‘free wishes’, 
‘self-determination’ and other waffle. The 
whole document is awash with repeated 
platitudes about ‘peace’, ‘stability’, ‘recon- 
ciliation’, ‘dialogue’, ‘respect for rights’, 
‘free political thought and aspiration’, ‘trust 
and understanding’, ‘new institutions and 
structures’ and, once again, ‘peace and 
reconcilation’. By such sweet words we are 
supposed to be so dazzled that we will forget 
to look for the substance underneath. There 
seems to be in all this the presumption that 
such pretty sentiments will persuade the IRA 
to put down their guns and their bombs and 
hold hands with everyone else in one grand 
demonstration of brotherly love. Indeed, so 
carried away do the framers of this 
document become that at one point they even 
speak of ‘‘opportunity for all, regardless of 
class, creed, colour or sex’? — though just 
what colour or sex have to do with the 
problems of Northern Ireland only they can 
tell us! 

But perhaps the most revealing part of the 
whole document is contained in the declar- 
ation that Britain has ‘‘no selfish, strategic 
or economic interest in Northern Ireland.” 
Here, stripped bare, is the reality of the 
Major Government’s intentions and attitude. 

Contd. overleaf 


An assertion that Northern Ireland is of no 
interest to Britain economically could only 
be made by people totally ignorant of the 
province’s immense contribution to British 
industrial achievement. As for the ‘strategic’ 
reference, one can only ask: did these people 
ever go to school or look at a map, let alone 
study the history of Britain’s wars? Finally, 
a comment on our lack of ‘selfishness’ is 


apposite. If it be true that we do not look on 


world affairs from the standpoint of our own 
national self-interest it would indicate that 
we have forfeited any further right to exist 
as a nation. One cannot think of any other 
country or government anywhere that would 
make such an inane declaration. ‘‘Just what 
has got into the British?’’ must be thought of 
other nations as they listen to such drivel. 
Perhaps the nex’step will be to declare that 
we have no ‘selfish interest’ in the defence 
of the UK mainland — for that would be the 
logic which would follow from this kind of 
talk. Throughout the whole business, British 
Government has maintained the posture of 
the protesting neutral, reluctant to get drawn 
into quarrels that are none of its concern. 
And yet this is the Government that expects 
us to take seriously its promise that Northern 
Ireland will be permitted to remain in the 
United Kingdom if that be the thing to which 
its people consent. 

We may react to all this with a hollow 
laugh, but we have to wipe the laugh from 
our faces when we realise that it is the 
received wisdom throughout most of the 
Tory Party and virtually the whole of the 
Labour Party in Parliament. Clearly, from a 
reading of the papers the day after the 
Major-Reynolds agreement, it has the 
endorsement of most of the press. One might 
expect it to receive the blessing of the 
clergy, since any declaration that repeats the 
word ‘peace’ so many times is bound to be 
embraced with open arms in that quarter 
without even five minutes’ thought being 
given to it. 

As so often these days, to get intelligent 
responses to issues we have to vacate the 
places where the high and the mighty 
assemble and instead consult the British 
working man. This the Daily Mail did by 
going to the Shankill district of Belfast and 
talking to the locals. On December 16th it 
published a few of their opinions. One came 
from newsagent Gerry Christie: - 

“No selfish, strategic or economic interest 

in Northern Ireland. Can you believe that? 

Major’s saying he doesn’t really care 

tuppence about us. That’s what he’s saying, 

that’s what he’s been conned into saying.”’ 


To which the Mail dutifully reported that 
all in Mr. Christie’s shop nodded, and it 
quoted him going on to say: ‘‘What an insult 
to every one of us. This declaration may be 
publicised as a peace arrangement giving us 
security, but in fact we’ve just been told to 
shove off by Britain today.’’ 

Bill Jordan, a retired carpenter, was of the 
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same mind. ‘‘The feeling round here,” he 
said, is that the Provos have got something 
out of their violence and are bound to get 
more if they promise to be good boys.”’ 
Then came the contribution of local 
butcher David Moore as he beheld the ruins 
of a nearby fish shop demolished by the IRA 
recently with the deaths of nine innocent 
people:- : 
“Just look at it, and ask yourself what 
today means. I'll tell you. It means we’re 
being pushed into the arms of the South, 
whatever words they use, just because the 
Government doesn’t have the guts to stand 
up to the IRA. It’s a sell-out. A few years 
down the road and the IRA will have 
won... That’s what John Major’s done 
today — wiped his hands clean of us. We 
don’t matter the price of a pork chop. It 
makes my blood boil to think of it...” 


Then back to Mr. Christie. Speaking of 
the IRA, he said:- 

‘You see, they found out years ago, when 

the Anglo-Irish accord gave the South a say 

in our affairs, that violence works. And 

they’re much too shrewd to give up 

something that works.” , 


Spearhead couldn’t have put it better. 


What is happening in Russia? 

As predictable as the clucking in the 
henhouse at the arrival of an intruder were 
the screeches of alarm and hatred sounding 
forth from the mass media when Mr. 
Vladimir Zhirinovsky’s Liberal Democratic 
Party won nearly a quarter of the vote in last 
month’s election to the new Russian Parlia- 
ment. Of course, the name ‘Liberal Demo- 
cratic’ does not mean that this Russian party 
has the remotest thing in common with 
Paddy Ashdown’s party in Britain. Its 
adoption probably had something to do with 
its leader’s very obvious sense of humour. 
Mr. Zhirinovsky’s party is nationalist, 
imperialist and authoritarian and seeks to 
defend the ethnic integrity of the Russian 
nation, which would render it vulnerable to 
accusations of the most heinous crime of our 
times, namely ‘racism’ — accusations which 
were immediately buzzing through the 
airwaves as soon as its electoral success was 
known. 

The first comment that is called for 
concerning this new phenomenon is that it 
reflects a trend in politics that is worldwide 
and is most certainly present here in Britain, 
a trend towards nationalism accompanied by 
a great popular disgust at weak government 
and a yearning for the return of true 
authority. We have seen liberals, who still 
dominate the channels of communication in 
this country, shiver in horror as in one land 
after another their cherished citadels of 
‘democracy’ have shown signs of incipient 
collapse, and rising patriotic movements 
have grown in strength. Only last Septem- 
ber, the British National Party’s victory in 
London’s Tower Hamlets added to the cres- 
cendo of their alarm — already shrill and 
vibrant as a result of developments in France 
and Germany. Now in the country that a 


short time ago was the leader of world 
communism a powerful nationalist movement 
has arisen which could form a government 
within two or three years. | 

An analysis of Mr. Zhirinovsky himself is 
at this stage difficult, as not enough is 


known about him. If media reports are to be 
‘believed, some of his political statements 


sound, to say the least, a little bizarre. He is 
quoted as having said that Russia might in 
the future annexe Finland and even seek to 


recover Alaska from the United States. It is 


alleged that during the election campaign he 
used one TV broadcast to speak mainly 
about his sex life. Not least in importance, 
three newspaper reports following the day of 
his party’s electoral breakthrough said that 
he was partly Jewish — a story which sits 
oddly beside another one which claims that 
he has blamed the Jews for the First and 


ZHIRINOVSKY 
So far an unknown quantity 


Second World Wars. But in another press 
report a day afterwards he was quoted as 
flatly denying that he had any Jewish blood. 

So is Mr. Zhiripovsky genuine or is he 
not? The propensity of the media to tell lies, 
particularly when they are speaking about 
nationalists, must be taken into account. To 
obtain a more authoritative opinion about the 
man who has been described as ‘the Russian 
Hitler’ our editor telephoned a distinguished 
nationalist in Europe who has actually met 
him and spent some time in his company. 
The opinion given was decidedly favourable, 
and the allegations of Jewishness made 
against Mr. Zhirinovsky were thought to be 
of unlikely veracity. As suggested before, 
Mr. Zhirinovsky seems to have something of 
a sense of humour. In one interview with 
British journalist Ann Leslie he is supposed 
to have said that he had been writing every 
three months to Sir David Steel as a fellow 
Liberal Democrat and was angered that he 
had received no reply. It is conceivable that 
some of his seemingly more ludicrous 
foreign policy declarations, if correctly 
reported, have been made tongue-in-cheek as 
part of a teasing game with pompous liberal 
press hounds. On the other hand, they may 


have constituted nothing more than an astute 
politician’s way of playing on the nationalist 
sentiments of embittered and frustrated 
Russian voters. 

Nevertheless, even without threats to 
march into Finland or Alaska Mr. Zhirin- 
ovsky’s emergence on the political horizon 
has been enough to excite hysteria among 
international busybodies of the kind who are 
never happy unless they are putting other 
nations’ affairs in order. Not only this, 
western press pundits and politicians are 
already saying that a Zhirinovsky Govern- 
ment in Russia would mean the return of the 
‘cold war’. That very assertion opens up an 
interesting question. 

To the globalists who have dominated 
international affairs since 1945, the end of 
the ‘cold war’ (presuming that it ever 
existed) posed an awkward problem. With 
its disappearance they lost the most 
important pretext they possessed for the 
schemes of ‘collective security’ they needed 
for the furtherance of their ‘New World 
Order’. The formula was simple: Soviet 
military threat to the West = urgent need 
for western military alliance. Under the 
western military alliance there could be 
promoted the integration of western armed 
forces and weapon systems that the 
globalists sought along with economic, and 
ultimately political, integration. The fact of 
no more cold war led to the question of what 
further need there could be for NATO and 
the American military presence in Europe — 
both vital pillars of the globalists’ plan. How 
convenient for the globalists if somehow a 
fresh pretext could be created for the main- 
tenance of this status quo! 3 

If western opinion can be conditioned to 
believe that a Zhirinovsky Government in 
Russia would re-establish the ‘cold war’ 
scenario, such a government — or even just 
the future prospect of it — would be, albeit 
perhaps unwittingly, an ally of the globalists 
in the West. As an instance of this, let us 
quote from the Daily Telegraph of the 15th 
December, where in conjunction with a 
report on Zhirinovsky it was stated under the 
heading ‘Defence alert over extremists’ 
that:- 


‘*British and other NATO defence officials 
gave warning yesterday of the danger of 
cutting defence spending any further after 
the Russian nationalists’ election success. 
‘* ‘I think it gives us a very powerful case 
for not reducing the front line any further,’ 
said a British official.” 


To which it would be easy to add that 
neither should western leaders permit any 
dismantling of the NATO structure nor any 
further reduction of US forces in Europe. 
We can expect that the globalist-oriented 
mass media will be full of statements and 
articles on this theme during the coming 
months. 

But here and there we can also hope for 
the occasional breath of common sense. An 
example of this was an article by Andrew 
Alexander in the Daily Mail on December 
17th titled ‘When West isn’t best. 


Alexander rubbished the idea that it is 
necessary for western nations to work 
themselves into a state of hysteria over what 
is happening in Russia, saying:- 
‘“The success of Vladimir Zhirinovsky and 
his right-wing party in the Russian elections 
has sent a shudder through the West. But 
why are we so shocked? 
‘The notion that the whole human race 
longs for democracy, capitalism and 
essentially middle-ground parties is a 
peculiarly American delusion, which we 
seem to have swallowed uncritically. 
‘‘The Russians, except for a chaotic spell in 
1917, have never known anything but 
authoritarian rule. It is quite natural for 
them to believe that the State — and the 
economy’ — can function properly only 
under politicians whose pronouncements 
and demeanour are authentically undemo- 
cratic.” 


And he later went on to say:- 


‘The path the Russians choose is their 
business. It is not the job of western 
politicians to interfere or urge the merits of 
one party against another... It would be 
tragic if new obsessions about the need to 
force democracy and economic liberalism 
on Russia were to lead eventually to a new 
form of cold war.” 


In these words there is the clear hint that 
if the ‘cold war’ returns as a result of 
nationalism taking over in Russia it is likely 
to be the fault of westerners trying to dictate 
to the Russians rather than that of the 
Russians themselves. It is unlikely, however, 
that such a rational attitude will prevail 
among western nations. Much more probable 
is a reaction in the West against Russian 
Nationalism not dissimilar to that unleashed 
against German Nationalism when it gained 
the ascendant in the 1930s. That most 
certainly would create a cold war much 
more genuine than the one existing between 
1945 and 1989. But it would be a cold war 
over which it would be wholly wrong to 
blame men like Zhirinovsky. 

A much more mature and understanding 
approach to the Zhirinovsky phenomenon 
would be for us to recognise that ‘democ- 
racy’ has proved a total disaster for Russia, 
creating conditions that have deprived its 
people not only of their national pride and 


_ self-esteem but of the very basic necessities 


needed to live: food, warmth and clothing, 
work and the rule of law. The country is in 
a state of chaos and anarchy at home as well 
as suffering humiliation abroad. In this 
respect it is afflicted by a condition common 
to a great many once-great nations today, 
including our own. The difference in Russia 
is that the human suffering induced by this 
affliction has reached much greater extremes 
than it has almost anywhere else. If the 
movement of Vladimir Zhirinovsky can win 
power and bring about a change for the 
better in that country, by whatever methods, 
we should applaud it and try to learn 
something from it rather than engage in the 
ritual condemnations now issuing forth from 
the self-appointed keepers of Britain’s 
conscience. 


In any event, given the state of things in 
our own country right now, who the hell are 
we to criticise? 


Have you had a gay and 
multi-racial Christmas? 

Have you had a gay and multi-racial 
Christmas? If not, you certainly cannot 
blame our TV producers, who made unpara- 
lleled efforts to provide you with one during 
the recent festive season. 

We had something of a warning as to 


. what was to come a little while before 


Christmas dawned. This year, our thought- 
controllers informed us, more broadcasting 
time than ever before would be allocated to 
Britain’s homosexual community to publicise 
themselves and advertise their lifestyles, and 
so it proved. 

There were two particular highlights, both 
broadcast, appropriately enough, from 
today’s cultural centre of the world, New 
York City, though most of the participants © 
were British. On Christmas Eve at 10 p.m. 
on Channel Four we were treated to Camp 
Christmas, an hour-long extravaganza adver- 
tised in the TV Times as: ‘‘The first lesbian 
and gay Christmas show,’’ hosted by Andy 
Bell and Melissa Etheridge. Special guests 
included Armistead Maupin (is he real?), 
Stephen Fry, Julian Clary, Pam St. Clement, 
Martina Navratilova and Jimmy Somerville. 
In the same issue of the .7V Times this 
programme qualified for a spot among four 
others on the ‘Pick of the Day’ page. 

Then on Christmas Day our broadcasters 
had a real treat for us. At 3 p.m. and again 
at 11.30 p.m. on Channel Four there was 
The Alternative Queen’s Message. This was 
a talk by elderly Faggot Quentin Crisp. We 
hope you didn’t miss this profound exper- 
ience! 

Equally important remiders in political 
correctness were provided in the form of a 
presence of black faces on our screens 
throughout the holiday period which must 
have broken all records. One moment we 
were watching them in pantomimes, the next 
moment singing carols in church, the next in 
parlour games, the next in Christmas plays. 
We remember the time a few years ago 
when the ethnic minorities were up in arms 
demanding a representation on television 
which was proportionate to their numbers 
among the population. Well, now we feel 
the time has surely come for indigenous 
white British people to start making the 
same demands. It is, after all, our TV — or 
is it? 


1993: Ray of hope 


There was much bad news in 1993 but a 
heartwarming reminder of the good was 
provided in the year’s final issue of the 
Sunday Times News Review. A two-page 
spread inside headed ‘1993 at a glance’ 


highlighted what the paper saw as the 


biggest event of each month of the year. The 
one chosen for September was — you’ve 
guessed it — the BNP victory in Millwall! 
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A NEW YEAR AND A NEW ERA 


JOHN TYNDALL looks at the needs 
of British Nationalism in 1994 


THE NEW YEAR being, by tradition, 
resolution time, many are tempted to 
greet its coming as a moment always to 
make new plans and to embark on new 
departures from established norms. That 
this can often be incorrect does little to 
alter the habit. 

In the case of 1994, however, it happens 
that the dawning of a new year coincides 
with a very vivid watershed in the progress 
of the cause with which this journal is 
associated. We stand exactly at a point at 
which a previous era has come to an end 
and a new era is beginning, so there is no 
better time than now to make resolutions to 
abandon old practices and replace them with 
new ones. 

The cause of which I speak is of course 
British Nationalism, and the instrument for 
the furtherance of that cause is the British 
National Party. We have known this to be 
true since 1982, when the party was 
founded. Some others have taken a little 
longer to see things likewise but have been 
gradually won over to us by increasing 
evidence of the effectiveness of our ways. 

Those ways have always been adapted to 
the times in which we have operated and to 
the possibilities they have offered. When we 
launched our party, the Falklands War was 
just beginning. That war was to prove a 
lifesaver for a Tory Government which on 
all other fronts was in deep trouble. The 
subsequent Falklands victory — though the 
achievement solely of the British fighting 
man and in no way that of our political 
leaders, whose weakness and dither had 
invited the Argentines into the islands in the 
first place — gave a boost to the Govern- 
ment among that very section of the British 
public which has always been our foremost 
constituency: the most patriotic and nation- 
alistic of our people, who believe most 
strongly that the national borders must be 
defended, however distant they may be, and 
who by 1992 had become desperately 
impoverished in the way of food for national 
pride. The raising of the Union Flag over 
Port Stanley, desirable event that it was, 
comforted many British folk in the illusion 
that government in this country was in the 
hands of people who would stand up stoutly 
for Britain’s interests and against Britain’s 
enemies. It was an illusion which it would 
take some further years to see dispelled. 

All this made it extremely difficult for any 
small and young party to campaign as a 
nationalist alternative to a Tory Government 
which it depicted as a government of treason 
and betrayal. It was clear to us during those 
years that for the time being at least we did 
not have the slightest hope of breaking 
through to achieve national recognition or 
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any kind of substantial public support. In the 
few elections which we contested, this truth 
was borne out by the paucity of our votes. 
Our role as a party was the very limited one 
of keeping our powder dry and preparing 
ourselves for a future time of opportunity 
which would come we knew not when. 
This role was also to a large extent 
determined by the types of people who in 
those days would enlist with us. All political 
movements in history have been faced with 
the same necessity: to shape their structures 
and their strategies in accordance with the 
building materials currently available. Only 
the tiniest minority in any population will 
join a political party that has no prospect of 
immediate success, nor even the imminent 
hope of a numerically large following. Such 
people will tend to comprise the most 
restless elements of society, including not a 
few who are attracted to rebellion for the 
sake of the thing itself rather than of the 
ultimate goals to which it is directed. It is all 
very well for the more staid and normal 
sections of the population to look down their 
noses at such a tendency, but as long as they 
themselves are prepared only to demonstrate 
cowardice and inertia in the face of threats 
to their nation’s existence they have no right 
to condemn the few who are prepared to 
take action, though those few will include 
some recruited from society’s margins. 


THE ’EIGHTIES 


During the 1980s our party, finding itself 
in a position of being consigned to the 
political fringes in Britain, had to adopt a 
modus operandi calculated to maintaining 
itself in existence, keeping alive the aaa : 
of a membership to which it could offer little 


or no prospect of real political success, and, 
as and when the opportunity offered itself, 
engaging in activities designed to grab public 
headlines and, bit by bit, force it out of 
obscurity and into the national consiousness. 
In conceiving such activities, we had to give 
higher consideration to force of impact and 
publicity value than to utility measured by 
the criteria of pure politics. In other words, 
it mattered less what the majority thought of 
them than that large numbers of people 
should at least hear about them. 

This is in fact a completely essential 
strategy for a movement not enjoying the 
facilities of mass communication and 
needing to break the silence barrier certain 
to be erected against it by the interests it 
challenges. 

At the same time, the strategy contains its 
own built-in weaknesses and dangers. It 
requires the maintenance of a certain 
psychology and mood, somewhat of a siege 
mentality by which one’s own camp is seen 
as the sole repository of good and right- 
eousness while all the world around it is 
viewed as implacably and irreversibly 
hostile. This mentality can become incest- 
uous and exclusive, rejecting any possibility 
that part of the world beyond might by 
persuasion by reconciled. Everyone who is 
not an instant friend is viewed as an 
permanent enemy. The logical extension of 
this mood is that defence of the camp fortif- 
ications, and the maintenance of the camp as 
an oasis of sanity in a world of madness and 
evil, become self-justifying ends, and the 
need to influence that world beyond so as to 
redeem it becomes forgotten. 

The mood is at risk of being self- 
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VICTORY IN MILLWALL 
Successful BNP candidate Derek Beackon celebrates his triumph. This win placed the 
BNP in an entirely new league of politics, calling for new attitudes. 


perpetuating, since it tends to attract 
adherents of a similar type while driving out 
those who do not entirely share it. Not least 
— indeed most important of all — it 
becomes difficult to shed when the original 
strategy has outlived its usefulness and the 
time has arrived for a new one to be 
adopted. 


HATRED AND VIOLENCE 


There is another aspect to this. A 
reforming movement which hurls its 
challenge against a hostile world will draw 
upon itself all the hatred and venom which 
that world can mobilise against it. A conse- 
quence of this will be that every dirty and 
unpleasant method will be used to destroy it 
in infancy. Such methods are likely to 
include physical violence. 

From the very beginning, we in the BNP 
have had to contend with the physical 
violence of our opponents. In direct terms 
this has come from the far left; indirectly, it 
has shown many signs of being inspired by 
the State, which would have an obvious 
interest in destroying us though not wishing 
for its hands to be soiled in the process. 
Nothing would be more convenient for the 
State than the physical annihilation of the 
BNP by means which would leave the dirty 
business entirely free of its own finger- 
prints. This might explain why the State has 
failed again and again to take the approp- 
riate legal action against the organisers and 
promotors of left-wing thuggery against 
nationalists. 

Threatened with physical annihilation by 
left-wing violence, we have chosen to defend 
ourselves. This is a very shocking and awful 
response in the eyes of those whose idea of 
‘respectable’ behaviour is to abandon any 
activities that may displease the left rather 
than risk a fight. But it is the response that 
we have chosen, and we have chosen it out 
of pure necessity. Self-defence has become 
a vital prerequisite of our survival — the 
more so because we cannot, as explained, 
expect the official forces of law and order to 
protect us. 

This means that the BNP would not be 
able to exist as a political movement were it 
not to have at its disposal plenty of young 
(and some not so young) men able and 
willing to fight off left-wing mobsters 
seeking to smash up its meetings and to 
injure its members individually. In some 
areas of particularly unpleasant opposition 
the survival of our units has come to rest on 
opponents knowing that if they try to engage 
us their people will end up with more 
injuries than ours. This is not the way we 
want the political contest to be conducted; it 
is simply the way that has been forced upon 
us by the choice of our enemies. 


ENDS AND MEANS 

So far so good, but this too has a danger. 
Inevitably, the war atmosphere engendered 
by left-wing thuggery and the need for us to 
resist it can, in the minds of some, lead to a 
confusion between ends and means. Some in 


the nationalist movement may come to 
regard physical confrontation with the 
opposition as being the main purpose of all 
activity rather than a mere accompaniment to 
activity, albeit sometimes an unavoidable 
one. 

This danger exists especially in times like 
those through which the BNP passed during 
much of the 1980s, when the party was 
politically impotent and barely known. To 
some, the satisfaction of breaking a few 
communist teeth offered solace from the 
frustrations induced by extremely slow 
progress in the quest for political accept- 
ance. And often a riot would get the party a 
headline or two which could not have been 
hoped for in any other circumstances. It 
would have less than natural for a few 
adherents not to view such an occurrence 
favourably when so few other possibilities 
for action existed which could get the same 
results. 

Any group of people under physical siege 
tends to assume some of the characteristics 
of an army unit in war, with its ésprit de 
corps, its comradeship in adversity, its 
defiance, its ‘we’ll show ’em’ attitude. If the 
enemy is a particularly unpleasant one (not 
always the case but very much so in this 
instance), all these features are supple- 
mented by a healthy hatred which finds its 
expression in undisguised pleasure if some 
painful blows can be dished out. 

It is human nature in such a war situation 
for these emotions and reactions to assume 
a greater place in the consciousness than the 
actual higher aims for which the war is 
being fought. In real war, where fighting is 
almost the only function, there is no harm in 
this where the men doing the fighting are 
concerned, though harm would certainly 
result if the political leaders adopted the 
same attitude. But in a contest which is 
primarily political — though occasionally 
and locally accompanied by violence — it is 
an attitude that must at all times be carefully 
curbed lest it exceed proper bounds. This is 
much easier where progress in pursuit of the 
political aim‘is evident than where little or 
no such progress is to be seen. 

As indicated earlier, like attracts like. A 
political movement that only achiéves 
headlines through brawls with its opponents 
stands in danger of drawing to itself those 
who join in order to engage in brawling. If 
it is serious in its endeavours, it will quickly 
seek to educate such recruits into different 
attitudes; if it fails to do this, those recruits 
will eventually become a liability and will 
have to be thrown out. 


OUR FAITH 


It was always the faith of those of us who 
led the British National Party through the 
frustrating 1980s that one day its hour would 
come — that is to say that one day the 
conditions of general public contentment 
with the old politics, as represented by the 
Tory Government, would come to an end 
and a massive public disillusionment and 
desire for change would become manifest. It 


was also our faith that the national obscurity 
in which the BNP had languished since its 
inception would be broken out of and the 
party would become a talking point among 
millions. We could not say when these 
things would happen; we knew only that 
sometime they would happen. 

Signs that they were beginning to happen 
occurred as the 1980s gave way to the 
1990s. First, a series of events — some of 


them of our own contrivance, some of them 


pure luck — earned the party much bigger 
headlines that it had achieved previously. 
Secondly, a few forays into the election 
field, mainly in London, showed that public 
opinion was beginning to turn towards us at 
long last. Our votes, while modest compared 
with what we achieved later, were a 
considerable improvement on what had been 
earned before. 

In October 1992 the BNP alarmed the old 
world of politics by winning 20 per cent of 
the poll in an election in Millwall Ward of 
East London’s Tower Hamlets in a local 
authority by-election. This was the result: of 
a continuing change in the public mood. It 
was also the result of diligent and at times 
low-key campaigning in the area by our 
local activists, with systematic and energetic 
canvassing, backed up by intelligently 
written election literature. Almost overnight, 
we started to enjoy a credibility that had 
been absent before, and a number of media 
reports upon us acknowledged that there was 
more to the party than street battles with 
leftists. 

_ A few months afterwards, in May 1993, 
I issued a memorandum to national officers 
and local leaders of the party saying that the 
BNP had entered into an entirely new phase 
of its development, and that this called for 
new approaches and new attitudes. The 
battle to make the BNP publicly known had 
now very largely been won. Headline- 
winning activities pursued as ends in 
themselves had become no longer necessary. 
Headlines would henceforward be achieved. 
partly by our continuing demonstration of 
political progress, as at Millwall, and partly 
by our enemies’ increasingly hysterical 
reaction to that progress. In either event, it 
was necessary for the BNP to make much 
more effort than in the past to distance itself 
from street-gang politics and to stake its 
claim to a place in the serious political 
arena. I said that from that time on we must 
give priority to making the party: ‘‘more 
efficient, more competent, better organised, 
more articulate, more professional, more 
disciplined and more polished in every 
aspect of its operations...” At the same time 
I called for an internal war against: 

‘‘amateurishness, sloppiness, inefficiency 
and incompetence. ’”’ 


VICTORY AT LAST! 
The magnificent victory we achieved in 
the same ward of Tower Hamlets in Septem- 


ber 1993 reflected a greater emphasis given 


to these tasks of internal improvement. It 
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also underlined yet further that this was now 
the direction in which we must go. The 
victory put us, to use an Americanism, in an 
entirely ‘new ball game’. Even more than 
the 20 per cent of the poll obtained in the 
same area eleven months previously, it 
generated enormous media interest in the 
BNP and gave us a platform for the expos- 
ition of our policies which we could not 
have dreamed of enjoying a few years 
previously. Exactly as might have been 
predicted, our opponents reacted hysterically 
to this by staging the ‘Battle of Welling’ a 
month later. Whilst the demonstration which 
led to this battle had been planned sometime 
before the Millwall result, it was undoubt- 
edly that result which gave rise to its size 
and ferocity. 


All these developments point to the 


following simple truths:- 

@ The BNP is now in the position of not 
needing any longer to stage activities for the 
express purpose of winning media publicity. 
The momentum of its political progress 
guarantees it all the publicity it wants. 
Putting it in even more basic terms, we do 
not need to go chasing after the media; they 


will come to our door. 

@ The political progress referred to above is 
going to come through continued success in 
the electoral field. This means that, much 
more than in the past, our party must be 
geared to the fighting of elections. This in 
turn means that its whole machinery for 
election work must become much more 
efficient and professional. The change calls 
not only for new and different approaches 
but also, to some extent, for a new type of 
party activist. 

If existing activists accustomed to thinking 
in the old ways can make the transition to 
thinking in the new ways, that is fine. That 
is what we want most. 

But if there are activists unable to make 
this transition, and who persist with the old 
outlook, they will have to seek pastures new 
because the BNP will no longer have room 
for them. | 

One friend and colleague of mine, when 
discussing this situation with me, spoke of 
the need for the BNP to cease to be a street 
gang and to become a serious political party. 
While it has never been the purpose of the 
BNP to be a ‘street gang’, the conditions in 
which it was forced to operate for most of 
the previous decade did lead to some of its 
members, albeit perhaps unconsciously, 


adopting something of the street gang 
mentality. The phase into which the party 
has now entered will render these people 
redundant unless they are able quickly to 
change. 

There was never a new year in the entire 
history of our party when I was able to 
speak with such certainty as I can now of 
the enormous opportunities awaiting us — if 
we are able to make the mental, organis- 
ational and tactical adjustments to the new 
situation facing us. 

I look first of all to all regional and local 
leaders of the party to make that adjustment 
themselves — where it requires making — 
and then to impart the new approach to all 
those under them. 

In 1993 the British National Party, by 
what it was able to do in one small area by 
intelligent and professional political cam- 
paigning, made world headlines and 
delivered a stunning blow to the establish- 
ment. We can take the process a stage 
further in 1994 by consolidating the victory 
we have won and by winning yet more 
victories. 

But we will only do this if we understand 
and come to terms with our new status and 
our new role, which is that of a political 
party which has its foot placed on the ladder 
leading to power. 


WIGAN PIER REVISISTED 


PETER FOWLER examines how Orwell's 
has changed little, except for the worse 


STILL palsied from the Great Depression, 
and bandaged in the rags of inept politics, 
Britain just over half a century ago was 
an affront to its past and already poised to 
Judas its future. 

In one dire conflict, the blood of a 
million Britons had failed to irrigate Lloyd 
George’s ‘‘land fit for heroes to live in.” 

Churchill’s yet deadlier crusade ‘‘for life 
and honour, for right and freedom’’ was yet 
to begin. | 

Had new men and new ideas been given 
their way, in unison with renaissance else- 
where, the economic slump in this country 
would have been a watershed. But, 
enfeebled by their own brand of spiritual 
impoverishment, the little characters in 
government choose to make it a wake. 

The opportunity to grasp at a higher 
destiny was lost, whilst in the counting 
houses where real power resided hidden 
forces made ready to foreclose on our 


greatness. 


PROLOGUE TO DISASTERS 

Exploring the plight of the working class, 
and confronted by urban areas ‘‘festering in 
planless chaos,’ George Orwell, in The 
Road to Wigan Pier, described the United 
Kingdom as ‘‘the filthy heart of civilis- 
ation.” 
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In common with the majority of his fellow 
intellectuals, Orwell recoiled from the 
ascendant nationalism of the time (the 
overall triumph of which he regarded as a 
‘beastly possibility’). 

But when he wrote of ‘‘labyrinths of little 
brick houses blackened by smoke... and 
little cindered yards where there are stinking 
dustbins and lines of grimy washing...’’ or 
elaborated upon ‘‘the deadening, debilitating 
effect of unemployment upon everybody, 
married or single,’’ he presented raw and 
thoroughly authentic vistas. 

Fifty-odd years on, of course, the miseries 
encapsulated in The Road to Wigan Pier 
should be of little more than historic 
interest. It might reasonably be thought that 
“government of the people, by the people 
and for the people” had long since reduced 
such things to folklore. 

But quite the opposite is the case. 

Guided by the very same ilk of politicians 
and profiteers who provided grist for 
Orwell’s literary mill, the British people 
have been persuaded full circle back to 
Wigan Pier — a Wigan Pier, moreover, 
infinitely more depressing than the original. 
Rather than penning an epitaph for a nation 
in abject decline, Orwell was in fact 


composing a prologue to future disasters. 


We are now in the midst of them. 


Britain 


FROM EMPIRE TO 
‘THIRD WORLD’ 


Two major elements, however, distinguish 
the pre-war depression from our own. When 
Orwell was putting together his litany of 
horrors, we possessed the mightiest empire 
mankind had ever seen. At the same time 
Britain contained an overwhelmingly homo- 
geneous population (in 1939 there were 
approximately 7,000 non-Whites in residence 
here), sharing the same language, traditions, 


‘values and cultural patterns. 


Within this racial circumference, social 
conventions and the law of the land were 
generally respected, and delinquents were 
suitably punished without the intervention of 
a soft, self-defeating ‘humanitarianism’ . 

Once Churchill’s war was over, these 
conditions were quickly. eliminated. 

Empire was tamely relinquished, and its 
constituent portions in Africa, the Caribbean 
and Asia were realigned as the ‘Third 
World’. ) 7 

Britons were then unscrupulously indoct- 
rinated so as to make them suffer a guilt 
complex for having civilised a quarter of the 
globe! 

Far more than that, they were bullied and 
cajoled to make amends for such a dis- 
graceful accomplishment: firstly by donating 
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an endless flow of ‘overseas aid’ to sustain 
peoples incapable of helping themselves, 
secondly by accepting into this country an 
equally endless influx of Third World 
immigrants. And this horrendous two-way 
traffic shows no signs of diminishing. 

The utterly fruitless expenditure of money 
and materials to prop up incompetent 
economies abroad is a naked insult to 
sections of our own folk community 
enduring privations. 

So-called ‘multi-racialism’, on the other 
hand, imposed without any popular consent 
and enforced by punitive legislation, is 
something with more fearsome implications. 
It foreshadows the eventual extinction of the 
Anglo-Saxon-Celtic people, and with it the 
annulment of their history and their achieve- 
ments. 


SOCIAL DISRUPTION 


Unspeakably wretched as were the 
conditions portrayed in The Road to Wigan 
Pier, they justify the term ‘good old days’ 
when compared to Britain in the 1990s. 

Orwell could comment: ‘‘... in the 
industrial towns the old communal way of 
life has not yet broken up, tradition is still 
strong and almost everyone has a family... 
In a town of 50,000 or 100,000 inhabitants 
there is no casual and, as it were, 
unaccounted-for population; nobody sleeping 
in the streets, for instance.’”’ 

Since 1945, Britain Victorious has 
suffered a protracted orgy of social disrup- 
tion at the hands of Labour and Conservative 
governments alike. Whole working class 
communities, in fact, have been written off 
— impoverished by unemployment, dismem- 
bered by local authorities or scattered before 
the advance of alien colonisers. 

Family as the basic unit of civilised 

society has all but vanished from the scene. 
The homeless can be calculated in tens, 
perhaps hundreds, of thousands. 
- Nothing of worth, moral or corporeal, has 
eluded the attention of our liberal icono- 
clasts. Everywhere, evidence of national 
degeneracy and decomposition is too 
plentiful to need itemising. 

And to crown this rampant anarchy, we 
are faced with economic problems which 
shrivel inter-war traumas into insignif- 
icance. 


MONEY POWER 


Now, whatever promises the politicians 
offer, and notwithstanding their prattle about 
‘green shoots’, the plain truth is that our 
decline will continue. 

There may be the occasional mini-boom; 
inflation may sometimes decrease (this 
almost invariably being counter-balanced by 
rising unemployment); but these things are 
equivalent to a terminally sick patient being 
able, on the odd good day, to totter around 
his hospital ward. 

So long as the existing political and 
economic system prevails, Britain will 
slither ever nearer to economic catastrophe. 

For all the economic afflictions 


and 


THE POOR IN THE ’THIRTIES 


The victims of the same economic system that blights Britain today, at least the had the 
blessings of family and community 


calamities besetting us are traceable to one 
source: the International Money Power. 
The Great Depression of the late 1920s 
and early 1930s was not fortuitous; it was 
deliberately engineered by the Money Power 
placing restrictions on loans and overdrafts. 
In the industrialised nations affected, there 
was no shortage of labour, skilled or other- 


wise, no scarcity of goods, no absence of- 


demand. 

The banks simply stopped the flow of 
money, and in doing so caused ruination in 
the midst of abundance. 

The Company of the Bank of England, a 
private group incorporated in the inter- 
national financial network, was established 
in 1694, when government surrendered its 
sovereign right to issue and command the 
nation’s currency. 

Ever since, consecutive administrations 
have borrowed money — at interest — from 
the banks to finance the country’s affairs, 
the amounts borrowed constituting what is 
known as the National Debt and the interest 
accruing being paid out of taxation. 

The National Debt can never be settled. 

In 1990 government owed the inter- 
national bankers a total of £171 billion. 

The interest payable on the £1.2 million 
borrowed in 1694 was at 8 per cent, i.e. 
£96,000. During 1980 the interest paid to 
the bankers was £9 billion — 10.6 per cent 
of government expenditure. In 1992 the 
interest paid to the bankers had risen to 
£15.4 billion. 

Eventually, the National Debt, plus the 
interest payable on it, will add up to more 
money than exists in the entire economy, at 
which juncture our ‘obligations’ to the 
bankers will only be discharged by rendering 
the country bankrupt and consigning its 
population to starvation. 

Pending that event, the manipulators of 


money, pursuing their aims via the City of 
London, are only too willing for government 
to borrow and borrow again and again — 
because the process drags the country ever 
deeper into arrears and all the more securely 
into bondage. 


CONTROL OF THE NATION 


As government is wholly dependent upon 
cosmopolitan financial interests for money, 
actual control of the nation rests not with 
parliament but with those who constitute the 
source of money supply. _ 

It logically follows that economic policies 
(and practically everything else) are rigged 
to suit the Money Power’s designs; hence 
the frequency and ease with which British 
capital is invested abroad, to the advantage 
of foreign competitors. 

Ostensibly in charge of the country’s 
fiscal affairs, the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer is, in the truest sense, a mere 
pawn in the international bankers’ game. 
Whichever way he wriggles in seeking to 
make ends meet, ultimately he has but two 
choices: squeeze the taxpayer until the pips 
pop out, or else turn cap-in-hand to the City. 
In practice, he invariably chooses a bit of 
both. 

So much for liberal demoocracy’s 
pretence to execute the will of the people! 

And if the people continue to place their 
faith in this servile tool of money, it is 
because money controls the people also, 
slyly fashioning popular thought and opinion 
through an appropriated mass media and by 
means of censorship and repressive laws 
stemming the expression of truth. | 

This is the reason why Britons have 


sweated and endured for decades past, and 


why they still remain spellbound on the 
brink of beggary. 
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Nothing has changed since Orwell’s 
plagued era, save that everything has grown 
yet more iniquitous. 


‘JOBSEEKERS’ 


In his November budget, Chancellor 
Kenneth Clarke gave the major finance 
houses good cause to be pleased. 

One hundred speculators received rewards 
of fat bonuses, amounting to four or. five 
times their basic salaries. In the first six 
months of 1993, according to figures issued 
by the Banking Insurance and Financial 
Union, leading banks and insurers in the 
City of London reaped profits of £4.2 
billion. 

At the opposite end of the scale, the 
workless were informed they were no longer 
on the dole but eligible instead for a 
‘jobseeker’s’ allowance, to obtain which 


they must sign a ‘jobseeker’s agreement’ 
committing them to look for work. — 

Financial democracy leaves scarcely an 
acre of our land undefiled, and the 
rottenness of Wigan Pier revived intrudes 
throughout the United Kingdom. 
_ But heaven help the ‘jobseeker’ in South 
Wales, for example, where a once mega- 
lithic industrial complex has been wantonly 
laid barren. The political factotums of 
financial vested interests have downgraded 
the Welsh Valleys to the status of a mere 
tourist attractioon, with the slagheaps 
landscaped, ‘heritage parks’ opened and 
collieries turned into museums. 

But for the unemployed there is nothing. 


POLITICAL EUTHANASIA 


British Nationalists alone recognise the 
true nature of the beast responsible for these 
abominations, and we alone intend breaking 
its grip upon our nation and our people. 

Our reaction, when our opponents dare to 
refer to it at all, is dismissed as ‘simplistic’ 


— as if simplicity founded upon realism is 
less preferable than complexity based on 
swindle! 

We demand that the creation and issue of 
money must become solely the prerogative 
of government; that the banks must be 
deprived of their power to manufacture 
currency as an interest-bearing debt; and that 
government introduce money into the 
economy at a rate which corresponds to the 
real increase in the country’s wealth. 

As this will exorcise the spectre of 
inflation and achieve a radical reduction in 
taxation, little wonder that in certain quarters 
we are highly unpopular! 

But ‘‘through money, democracy becomes 
its own destroyer,’’ wrote Oswald Spengler. 
And the old, corrupt system, cancered by 
jobbery, is visibly wasting away. 

Time soon for British Nationalism to 
engage in political euthanasia. 


The writer of the foregoing article, Peter 
Fowler, is Chairman of the South Wales 
Branch of the British National Party. 


FACING THE SUN 


Spain’s much overdue second revolution 


is getting closer, reports DOUGLAS HARRISON 


EIGHTEEN YEARS have now passed by 
since General Franco died, and it seemed 
to be in a very different Spain to the one 
he left behind that those who cherish his 
memory gathered on the Plaza de Oriente 
in front of the Royal Palace in Madrid to 
commemorate ‘the anniversary of the 

of this great warrior and 
leader. Conjointly, Jose Antonio Primo de 
Rivera was remembered on the same 
occasion as well. 

It was a bright and sunny but cool 
morning on Sunday, the 21st November, as 
groups of Spaniards and a few foreigners 
began to assemble on the Plaza, most of 
them well wrapped up against the fresh 
winter air of high Madrid. Many were 
carrying their national flags, and anyone 
who had not brought one along could obtain 
one from the numerous stalls set up for the 
purpose. The stalls, to be found along the 
pavements, were also selling souvenirs of 
the Civil War and the Franco era. 

Military music began to resound across 
the park just as soon as the platform and 
loudspeakers had been erected. Towards 
noon, the numbers assembling had grown 
larger, and the ceremony began dead on 
12.00. All the best places were quickly filled 
up; dozens of young peoople crowded 
around the fountain and equestrian statue of 
Carlos I. Densely packed around the raised 
platform for the speakers, a few lucky ones, 
including me, managed to clamber onto the 
stacks of spare street barriers to point 
cameras and recorders over the heads of the 
throng. By now the flags of Spain were 
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waving across the assembly, a forest of red 
and yellow. There were probably three 
thousand gathered there. 


GOVERNMENT BAN 

At one time, in the early 1980s, the 
numbers coming to the reunion reached 
levels not much different from the days 


when Franco was there to address the 
people. Apparently, this had so worried the 
Socialist Government that the ceremony was 
banned for a few years on the specious 
grounds that the crowds damaged the park, 
causing litter, putting up police costs, 
inviting violence from left-wing mobs and 
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MANY RAISED ARMS 
A section of the crowd at the Madrid rally 


we 


other lame excuses of the kind that are 
familiar to nationalists everywhere. When 
the ceremony was resumed — probably as a 
calculated sop to the old civil war veterans 
— the numbers were less than previously. 
The older ones had either died off or were 
too infirm to be able to get to the event; and 
the younger people had ‘better’ things to do 
than wave flags and sing hymns. Or so it 
was hoped. But to judge by the large 
numbers of young folk at the reunion this 
year the Government has badly miscalculated 
the mood of the Spanish people. As one 
young Falangist told me, the people are 
losing faith in their so-called ‘demoocracy’ 
while the young are sick to death of 
watching their country collapse in economic 
ruin, with 25 per cent of the employable 
population idle; crime escalating; drug abuse 
rampant; taxes rising; people suffocated by 
debt; coloureds from Africa and South 
America pouring in in droves; assassinations 
and bombings unabated; the Gonzalez 
Government giving away the people’s money 
like confetti to Cuba and Nicaragua and 
filling the begging bowl of any Third World 
country with its arm outstretched. Jews from 
Bosnia now get free new homes on the 
Costa del Sol while Spanish veterans beg on 
the streets. 

Dark-skinned Moroccans are appearing 
everywhere — a Spanish bishop said it was 
wrong not to let them in because they too 
were human beings — and Madrid is 
becoming a multi-racial slum every bit as 
bad as London, with prostitutes and drug- 
pushers polluting the centre of the city. If 


the older ones despair that the easy days of 


Franquist paternalism are gone for ever, the 
young, who hardly remember Franco, are 
definitely not appreciative of what came 
after him: the flaccid monarchy and bogus 
democracy that threw up the grinning 
impostor Filipe Gonzalez and his pink liberal 
opponent Jose Maria Aznar of the Popular 
Party — which curiously sports a seagull as 
its emblem (or is it a dead eagle?), similar to 
our own Liberal Democrats with whom it 
shares kindred ideas, including abortion on 
demand. 


MONARCHY UNPOPULAR 


Some of those assembled on the Plaza de 
Oriente grew impatient of the tiresome 
oratory as an old veteran recalled the great 
days of Franco’s victory and called for 
prayers and blessings for the current King 
and Queen. He was quickly interrupted by 
hecklers as the young demanded: ‘‘Speak to 
the future; we know all about the past!’’ He 
bumbled on unconvincingly, mildly put out 
by the mood of the crowd. They were 
prepared to respect the memory of Franco 
and Primo de Rivera but it had been a bad 
blunder to mention the monarchy. Rein- 
forcing this was an article critical of King 
Juan Carlos in the magazine Fuerza Nueva, 
the organ of Blas Pinar’s Frente Nacional, 
which was on sale that day. The article was 
headed ‘Shadow of the Guillotine’, and 
readers were reminded that Juan Carlos had 


expressed approval of the French Revolution 
which had bloodily disposed of his Bourbon 
antecedents; yet was he not now risking his 
own head along with the rest of the royal 
family by approving the egalitarian drift to 
anoother revolution? And was it not another 
Philipe-Egalité who had voted for the 
King’s execution and who himself met with 
the same fate just 200 years ago? The mood 
of the young people at this reunion con- 
firmed the words of its author, Rafael 
Gambra. It was also curious and somewhat 
unfortunate that the King and Queen of 
Spain chose this week to visit Israel for the 
first time — which can only cancel out a few 
more points of their threadbare popularity. 
Another year of such murmurings could well 
lead to the November ceremony being 
banned yet again! 

As the fanfare for the hymn of the 
Falange blared out, thousands of right arms 
went up in the Roman salute, and three 
thousand defiant voices sung the well-known 
words of Cara al Sol (Face the Sun) — Jose 
Antonio’s composition, which became the 
nationalists’ victory song of the Civil War 
and will always be associated with the 
Falange and the struggle of the people of 
Spain for justice under God in their father- 
land. I predict that the ancient Roman salute 
will one day become a greeting for nation- 
alists the world over as our ideology spreads 
to all nations in a truly international spirit of 
comradeship. 


DIVISIONS 

My photographer companion, perched, 
like me, precariously on the stack of metal 
barriers, began to explain to me about the 
divisions and rivalries within the infant or 
remnant nationalist movements, such as the 
Falange, CEDADE, the Frente Nacional and 
others, some of which have virtually 
collapsed thrOugh incompetence, corrupt 
officialdom or simply apathy — a familiar 
story the world over. But now there has 
been formed a new political party called 
Movimento Social Espanol (MSE), modelled 
on the highly successful Italian MSI. The 
inaugural meeting of this new party was to 
be held in a public cinema in Madrid on the 
28th November last, the opening speaker 
being Ricardo S. Ynestrillas, a well-known 
political figure implicated four years ago in 
the execution of some Basque terrorists in 
Madrid, though later acquitted. 

As the gathering broke up and we drifted 
into groups, I was pleasantly surprised to 
meet a party of young Portugese nationalists 
who spoke excellent English. They straight- 
away began to speak of the BNP’s victory in 


Millwall and insisted on shaking my hand 


one after the other as if I had been the 
successful candidate! That victory has 
clearly been a ray of light and hope all over 
the white world. Soon I was meeting more 
nationalists: Spanish, German and French, 
exchanging information, hopes and aspir- 
ations as well as names and addresses. They 
all had one thing in common regarding 


Britain: they looked to the BNP for 


inspiration and leadership for all the 
European nations who are struggling to free 
themselves from the all-engulfing decadence, 
falsehood and fraud that grips us. No nation 
is free of it. There was a time when we 
could say that there were exceptions in the 
form of Spain and South Africa, but not any 
more. 

However, the young Spaniards are 
catching on very quickly to what is 
happening to the white peoples worldwide. 
Their constitution, granted in 1976 under the 
Crown, promised them greater political 
freedom after 36 years of their being over- 
protected in terms of the hard lessons taught 
to the rest of Europe by the Second World 
War and its aftermath. If Franco was hard 
on them by suppressing open political 
dialogue it was only because Spain’s siege 
conditions alloowed for no possible 
alternative to his dictatorship. The country 
was like a fortified hospital where an 
epidemic disease had been conquered but 
which was still surrounded by virulent 
species of bacteria, ready and eager to 
penetrate and infect the recovering patients. 
But if democracy opened up the field to 
alternative political views (at least in theory) 
it has proved to be a washout and a fraud 
which puts people in the same handcuffs. 
The emerging political parties — inevitably 
left-wing or liberal: — are subject to the 
patronage of the international financial estab- 
lishment for their existence, just as in every 
other so-called ‘democratic’ country. 


WEAKNESSES OF 
FRANCO REGIME 

None of this is to say that things in Spain 
were perfect under Franco. The country was 
boycotted by the international community 
and had an anachronistic economy based on 
the gold standard. Only the Catholic Church 
and the landed families grown rich on 
banking did really well from the nationalist 
victory. | 

Even after Franco, when there has 
supposedly been a democratic revolution, it 
is the same rich families and Middle Eastern 
investors who possess the liquid wealth of 
the country. The Church, though with much 
less authority than it ought to have on moral 
issues, has relinquished nothing of its 
invested wealth, especially land. Meanwhile, 
the people, who are ostensibly better off in 
material terms, have not been truly 
emancipated but have only been made 
debtors and mortgagees to the banks and the 
Government’s burgeoning taxation system — 
something virtually unknown under Franco, 
who imposed no taxes on the incomes of the 
less well-off. Even tax on rents was not 
introduced by the Socialists until 1984. 

Now every new-born baby inherits a state- 
enforceable burden of debt of around £6,000 
— thanks to the Socialist-controlled economy 
of a debt-procured national development 
programme. But of course the Socialists 
were not permitted any system other than the 
one operating thrughout the finance- 
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FACING THE SUN 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


capitalist-controlled world. 

Had Franco tried to implement fully the 
Falangist Party’s ideas on money and real 
wealth creation, Spain would almost 
certainly have met with the same fate as 
Hitler’s Germany and Mussolini’s Italy. 
Franco knew this, and was shrewd enough 
to be content with what had been rescued 
from bolshevism by his nationalist rebellion, 
recognising that a full-blooded Falangist-type 
revolution was impossible of achievement 
under current circumstances. For this 
reason, he turned his back on Hitler having 
accepted a bribe of £4 million in gold from 
Britain in 1940 on condition that Spain 
remained neutral and did not collaborate 
with the Axis. Again, he had very little 
choice in the matter, having read the signs 
that Germany was unlikely to win the war. 

Ironically, had the Republicans won the 
Civil War, Germany, Russia and a comm- 
unist Spain might well have found them- 
selves allies as a result of the Ribben-trop- 
Molotov Pact of August 1939. The alter- 
native view, probably more realistic 
however, is that the unexpected Civil War 
which broke out in July 1936 intrduced an 
unknown variable into the equation of 
European politics, which delayed the onset 
of the intended war against Germany; and 
that both Germany and Italy backed Franco 
of necessity to prevent the formation of a 


THE FORGOTTEN COMPOSER 


western pro-bolshevik bloc of Spain and 
France, uniting together to attack Germany 
from the west while Russia attacked from 
the east. 

The Civil War and the new situation it 
created in Europe bought time for Germany, 
enabling her rearmament programme to 
progress, while it also served as a diversion 
and a theatre for weapons-testing until such 
time as the future protagonists were ready to 
ignite the fuse for the main conflict. It has 
always been highly significant that this was 
delayed until Franco’s victory was assured, 
and then it was begun in earnest. 


BOUGHT OFF 


Franco was very neatly bought off by 
Britain in the manner of a compliant 
‘insider’. The Vatican too played a very 
important part in the planning regarding 
what was desired for Spain, both bolshevism 
and national socialism being equally detested 
by the priesthood, though in the Spanish 
context bolshevism was seen as the greater 
evil. This was because the Church was there 
in danger of losing its control altogether, to 
judge by the ferocity of the republicans’ 
attacks on its bishops, priests and property. 


The Falange, which would have provided 


the best government for Spain, was 
thoroughly emasculated by the murder of its 
leader Jose Antonio Primo de Rivera in 
Alicante Prison by communists in November 
1936. Even today there are Spaniards who 
still suspect that Franco connived at Jose 


Antonio’s elimination in order to assume the 
leadership of the Falange himself. Hedilla, 
the deputy leader of the Falange, was 
disgraced by Franco and banished to South 
America. The Vatican had frowned on the 
national socialist ideas of the Falange, and it 
would appear that the Church threw its total 
support behind Franco on condition that the 
party would be suppressed, as indeed it was 
because the ideals of Jose Antonio never 
came to fruition during Franco’s rule and 
never will under his successors. By a strange 
coincidence, both Jose Antonio and Franco 
share the same date of death: the 20th 
November. 

Those who have a world view of Spanish 
politics will always look back on the Franco 
era with gratitude and nostalgia, for the 
General was totally and absolutely true too 
Spain and her people, as possibly only an 
incorruptible soldier could have been. The 
compromises he made were necessitated by 
the realities of both the national and 
international positions in which he was 
placed in his times. 

The cries in unison of Viva Espana! and 
Arriba Espana from the crowd assembled in 
front of the Royal Palace on this anniversary 
have echoed down the years since the Civil 
War began, and will forever be on the lips 
and in the hearts of Spain’s young leaders of 
today, who are engaged on a new crusade of 
rescue that will carry their country from 
these corrupting and dangerous times into a 
new century. | 


PHILIP FRAMPTON looks at John Ireland, whose works 


today are mostly ignored by the musical 


WHEN one thinks of the British 


symphonic musical tradition the names of- 


Sir Edward Elgar, Sir William Walton, 
Ralph Vaughan Williams and Frederick 
Delius spring to mind. Much of their 
music evokes the scenery of Britain, and 
in the case of Elgar and Walton the 
pageantry of state and imperial occasions. 

This affinity with culture and national 
rites has tended to make these composers a 
little beyond the pale as far as our politically 
correct society is concerned. Certainly, the 
modern arts establishment, including the 
programme planners at BBC Radio 3, can 
sometimes be a little uneasy about the brisk 
national self-confidence that is so much a 
pari of Elgar’s Edwardian marches. And yet 
this music cannot be suppressed because: (a) 
it is still extremely popular with modern 
classical audiences; and (b) because it is 
simply great music, So the arts establish- 
ment finds a convenient way round its 
dilemma: it tries to invest the music with 
new meanings, and views it in an inter- 
national rather than national context. But this 
cosmetic surgery, this ‘doing music up’ in 
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order to make it conform to the ethics of our 
contemporary liberal ‘culture’ does not 
always work. 

For a composer such as John Ireland it is 
quite impossible to engage in this disrep- 
utable repackaging of music, because this 
little-known musician who belongs to the 
‘middle rank’ of British artists was in every 
way national in his outlook. 


YOUNGEST STUDENT 


Ireland was born in Cheshire in 1879, and 
became at the age of 16 the youngest student 
at the Royal College of Music. He was a 
pupil of Sir Charles Stanford, a bluff old 
figure, who is remembered chiefly for his 
richly evocative ‘Songs of the Sea’ and 
‘Songs of the Fleet’ (again, music that is 
seldom played on Radio 3). By all accounts, 
John Ireland was a hard and methodical 
worker who absorbed all the solid compos- 
itional teaching of Stanford. He was also a 
seemingly conventional man, unlike Sir 
Edward Elgar, who had a million and one 
hobbies, sports and pastimes to enjoy. Yet 
Ireland possessed visionary powers and a 


establishment 


strange highly developed sense of the 
mystical and metaphysical. He would, for 
example, wander across the South Downs 
breathing in the English summer air and 
dreaming himself into the spirit of the place. 

On one such walk he claimed to have 
been disturbed by the laughing and playing 
of a group of children who on second glance 
appeared to be wearing mediaeval costume. 
Intrigued by this, he tried to get closer, but 
in an instant they had vanished — vanished 
into thin air. Ireland was totally alone again 
on the Downland but was convinced that he 
had come into contact with people from 
distant history. He was certain that the 
lonely, unspoilt places of Britain contained 
an energy source, a presence from the past, 
and that such places were haunted. This 
mystical theme associated with landscape is 
exhibited in the woork of other figures in 
British music, literature and film as well, 
most notably in Puck of Pook’s Hill by 
Rudyard Kipling and in A Canterbury Tale, 
a film from 1944, directed by Michael 
Powell. And in many ways it represents an 
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important element in artistic national self- 
expression — a dangerous thing in our 
present multi-cultural environment. 

Ireland also roamed the wilds of Dorset 
and explored the Channel Isles. Again, his 
music represented his ‘sixth sense’. In his 
piano compositions inspired by the Channel 
Isles — The Island Spell and The Scarlet 
Ceremonies — the composer responded to 
the early magical pagan atmosphere that he 
had sensed there. The music was for him an 
incantation, containing faint and half- 
remembered fragments from antiquity. In 
Dorset his imagination was gripped by a 
visit to the remains of a pre-historic fortress, 
Maiden Castle. His idea was that the wars, 
raids and feasting of the past were still a 
part of the site: that the souls of ancient 
inhabitants still walked the ramparts. His 


symphonic rhapsody Mai-Dun, written in the 
early 1920s, contains rich passages that 
conjure up images of these heroic times, and 
it is a perfect example of Ireland’s deeply 
romantic style. 


BELIEF IN THE PEOPLE 


This remarkable figure of the British 
musical world was perhaps not a nationalist 
in the traditional sense. Unlike Walton and 
Elgar, he was not one for ‘public’ compos- 
itions for coronations and the like. Yet he 
believed strongly in the people. During the 
war he was asked to provide a patriotic 
march. Disapproving of state propaganda 
and not wanting to write for generals or for 
the Government, he produced a piece 
entitled Epic March. He had briefly 
considered calling his new work The 


Liberators but changed it at the last minute. 
And on the score he quoted a dictionary 
definition of the word ‘epic’ which some 
observers might find revealing: ‘‘... con- 
cerning some heroic action or series of 
actions and events of deep and lasting 
significance in the history of a nation or a 
race.” 

Ireland died in 1962 — the beginning of 
the age of modern pop, ugliness and total 
cultural degeneracy. He had inhabited a 
world of beauty, of history, of folk tradition 
and of uncanny. visions from an ancient 
Britain. His unconventional beliefs and his 
own particular version of nationalism make 
him of particular interest to modern-day 
cultural opponents of liberalism. An Ireland 
retrospective would be well worth holding, 
but somehow I cannot see our arts estab- 
lishment planning it. 


PRODUCING BETTER PEOPLE 


ALEX MOORE argues that the alarming decline in population 


quality calls for a firm adoption of eugenic policies 


IN AN ALLEGORICAL SENSE, our 


present society — indeed the whole white 
world — is like a factory with a faulty 
production line, turning out defective 
goods. Consequently, the factory is going 
out of business. The way to stop this trend 
is to employ good management, high- 
quality machines and skilled machine 
operators. With the human race the way 
to recover is through eugenics. 

Equated in sick minds with the theory of 
the ‘master race’, eugenics is the scientific 
application to mankind of the findings of the 
study of heredity — with the object of 
perpetuating inherent qualities which aid the 
development of the human race. The modern 
founder of the science was Francis Galton, 
though the idea of producing the best 
possible offspring is nothing new; the 
Spartans required their womenfolk to 
exercise strenuously in order that they 
should produce strong children. When the 
children were born they were examined by 
the city’s elders, and those babies which 
were weak and sick were left exposed to 
die. Another Greek, Aristotle, believed that 
all marriages should be arranged by the state 
— to ensure that a healthy population 
remained healthy. Though these are some- 


what extreme applications of eugenic prin- 


ciples, and are not being suggested here, 
they do not invalidate the principles them- 
selves. 

By contrast, in our ‘enlightened’ society 
of the present, where the controlling liberals 
are in a constant love affair with the weak 
and inferior, more and more pieces of 
human chaff are being prooduced, while 
those who represent the best strains in our 
race are being discouraged from procreating. 
Nature, not ‘nurture’, is responsible for 


many of our social ills, so let us examine 
some examples of mankind and find out why 
our forefathers strove to stop them being 
produced. 


P.C. ATTITUDES 


The liberals have given the seriously 
mentally ill a PR boost recently by ordering 
the media to refer to them only as having 
‘‘special learning difficulties.” Now it is 


considered politically incorrect to prevent 


them from reproducing. This attitude is of 
course national and racial suicide, and any 
society that allows it is making itself ripe for 
conquest, whether by nature or by foreign 
invaders. 

One particularly vile species which cannot 
be identified at birth is the homosexual. That 
this creature is allowed to boast about its 
sick proclivities in public is a sign of the 
appalling state to which our society has 
descended. One well-known walking 
perfume shop who calls himself a 
‘comedian’ is a household name and has 
even been allocated generous TV time at 
Christmas to publicise himself and his 
decadent way of life. His fellow fairies are 
allowed to distribute their repulsive 
propaganda to schoolchildren. OEE! 

As well as spreading diseases, some of 
these queers are responsible for the most 
appalling murders and sex attacks on 
children. As soon as the science of eugenics 
advances to the point at which it can be used 
to prevent the procreation of homosexuals 
we should not hesitate to apply it to that 


urpose. 

In 1947 the Royal Commission on Popu- 
lation published a report stating that the IQ 
level of the average Briton was decreasing, 
and the report went on to say that the 


number of people in this country of vegetal 
character would double in fifty years. To 
look at our society today, it is difficult to 
dispute the report’s findings. Teenage 
morons, high on drugs, flocking to 
Bacchanal ‘raves’; increased teenage crime; | 
addiction to jungle-beat rap ‘music’, which 
appeals to the very lowest instincts of human 
beings; a high rate of immorality amongst 
the young; all these things are signs of a 
lowered population quality. Govern-ments in 
modern times are aware of the accelerating 
fall in IQ levels, and this is one of the 
reasons for the lowering of educat-ional 
requirements, manifest in the scrapping of 
the old O levels and their replacement by the 
GCSE examination system. Now some 
Marxist teachers are calling for A levels to 
be scrapped as well. 

The same tendency is repeated in other 
white nations, and as race quality goes 
down everywhere, so does western civilis- 
ation go down with it. Just look at the 
‘culture’ which is spewed out in art schools. 
The great works of Titian, Poussin, Rem- 
brandt and Turner have made way for 
cubism, dadaism, the bad jokes of Picasso 
and the hideous monstrosities of Moore and 
Epstein. Poetry as represented by Shelley 
and Keats is discarded in favour of the non- 
rhyming, non-scanning, nonsensical ‘free 
verse’ of talentless trendies. 

We all know what kind of genetic retard 
will be born as a result of incest, and 
through bad breeding man is going to 
become weaker and more likely to suffer 
from illness. Dr. Alexis Carrel was aware of 
this and stated that: ‘‘modern man is 
delicate.’’ Despite living longer, man today 
is more frail than his ancestors and more 
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PRODUCING BETTER PEOPLE 
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likely to suffer from degenerative diseases. 
Witness the number of babies in modern 
times who require life-support machines at 
birth. 

Today, out of every 100 people born, a 
third will be carried on the backs of the 
others. Because of an IQ which is at near 
idiot level, or an illness which could have 
been avoided, they will be completely unable 
to live their lives without our help. Not that 
many people reaslise this; modern schools 
no longer educate for excellence but work to 
condition the malleable mind into a mould of 
pathetic mediocrity. 


SELECTIVE BREEDING NEEDED 


The peoples of the West must practise 
selective breeding if their quality of life is to 
survive. The liberals’ response to such a 
demand is to use that perjurative world 

‘nazi? — and hey presto! All opposition is 
stifled. Indeed it is a token of the climate of 
idiocy that has descended upon us that such 
a grave matter as our declining population 
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quality simply cannot be discussed in a 
rational atmosphere but has to be sidelined 


as a taboo. 


Another of the liberals’ responses to this 
subject is to conjure up a nightmare scene 
from Orwell’s 1984, and insinuate that we 
want to treat people like laboratory rats, 
which is nonsense. Indeed, anyone who falls 
for this kind of ploy should read a book on 
the social habits of the ancient Athenians, 
Spartans or Romans. On an overcrowded 
planet we just cannot afford to breed 
garbage. 

The conclusions to this article the man — 
and particularly the woman — in the street 
may find detestable. Because of liberal 
brainwashing such people will think what is 
proposed is too drastic — or ‘inhuman’. But 
today the White Man is conducting a 
mindless dance macabre that gyrates ever 
closer to the brink of hell. In all previous 
civilisations man has done exactly the same 
as we must now do, but on a smaller (and 
sometimes barbaric) basis. 

With modern technology, we can stop the 
rot once and for all. Recidivist criminals 
should be sterilised. So should the ever- 
lastingly workshy. Foetuses should be 
screened, and if it is 
possible to detect 
homosexual tenden- 
cies, or if the child 
will be born dis- 
abled, it should be 
aborted. After all, in 
a country which per- 
mits the slaughter 
through abortion of 
hundreds of thou- 
sands of perfectly 
healthy babies each 
year — with liberal 
approval, liberals 
have no reason to 
complain if we adopt 
the practices I have 
suggested. 

As this is the most 
important issue 
facing our race, it is 
an issue on which the 
liberals must be 
defeated. Perhaps 
indeed these liberals 
themselves fall into a 
category of people 
whom we should aim 
genetically to breed 
out! 


BREEDING DOWN 
The deterioration in 
the British popu- 
‘lation due to lack of 
a eugenic policy is 
resulting in our pro- 
ducing more and 
more useless human 
rubbish of the type 
that can be seen in 
the two examples 
here. 


OBITUARY TO 
IAN STUART 


by Paul Henderson 


SOME READERS may be aware of the 
tragic death of Ian Stewart, who lost his life 
as a result of a car crash on the 23rd 
September last year. He died the following 
morning, having failed to recover from his 
injuries. 

Many people will know Ian Stuart as the 
driving force behind the rock band Skrew- 
driver. However, he also produced two 
albums of ‘Patriotic Ballads’, and was 
behind the bands ‘The Klansmen’ and 
‘White Diamond’. 

Some nationalists tend to look down on 
the skinhead music scene as they feel it has 
a violent, overly racist style. However, I 
believe that this is to fall for the media’s 
representation of the skinhead cult. Skrew- 
driver was an ‘establishment-accepted’ band 
in the 1970s, with good reviews in the music 
press and a contract with a major record 
label. One of the reasons for the band’s 
downfall was the recording of an anti-drugs 
song, which upset some executives, and Jan 
Stuart’s disgust at the corruption and left- 
wing bias in the popular music industry. 

Many people who are not, and never have 
been, skinheads were admirers of Ian 
Stuart’s work. His music was quite varied, 
and some people will be surprised to hear 
that my own father, on hearing some of his 
songs, believed he was listening to folk 
music. 

In the two albums of ballads Stuart 
produced, only a piano and classical guitar 
were used to accompany his vocals. Many of 
the songs he wrote and performed (in his 
more than 20 albums) would, I am sure, 
have received popular acclaim among the 
British people had they been given fair 
publicity and broadcasting time. 

The man and his work were an inspiration 
to me, and listening to his music (partic- 
ularly the ballads) strongly influenced my 
return to politics after I had left the National 
Front in disillusionment in 1987. 

Many nationalists lead a double life; they 
prefer to avoid politics at work, for instance, 
and can probably disappear from politics at 
will. Ian Stuart was one of those who could 
not, and would not, escape from his politics, 
and he was hounded by the left (and the 
police) until he was forced to leave London. 

I believe Ian Stuart’s courage and energy 
at the very least deserve our recognition. 
Had he been murdered by the left or by the 
State he would have been hailed as a martyr 
by many. As it is, the way he lived his life 
was an act of martyrdom in my eyes and 
many others’. 


FREEDOM VIDEOS 


Our new expanded catalogue of nation- 
alist, revisionist and music videos (VHS) is 
now available. 

Send an SAE for full lists to: Freedom 
Videos, BM Truth, London WC1 3XX. 


The Editor 
'Spearhead' 
PO Box: 117 
Welling 

Kent DA16 3DW 


LETTERS 


SIR: It is just typical of this Government, 
which has just about got everything back to 
front — on Europe, on law and order, on 
the economy and on immigration — that it is 
more anxious to curb the rights and arrest 
the activists of the British National Party 
than to crack down on the hooligans who 
have been attacking it, such as at Welling on 
the 16th October. 

No wonder the ‘Government won’t do 
anything to preserve law and order — it 
obviously doesn’t even believe in those 
things! 

The Tories are clearly sick, and the 
sooner we replace them with a patriotic 
government the better. 


COLIN D. GRICE 
Llandysul, Dyfed 


SIR: The Rev. Willam MacCrea’s exposé of 
the Tory Government’s long-standing secret 
dialogue with the Provisional IRA raises 
some interesting points. 

First, it torpedoes John Major’s carefully 
manicured image as an ‘honourable man’. 
Publicly he had said that his Government 
would never negotiate with terrorists. As 
recently as the 1st November, he told the 
Commons that it would ‘‘turn my stomach’’ 


to talk to such people. Then in his Guildhall . 
speech on the 15th November he ruled out © 


‘‘secret deals’? and promised that: ‘‘those 
who decline to renounce violence can never 
have a place at the conference table.” 


Second, it demonstrates the futility of the | 


Unionists’ deal over the Maastricht con- 
fidence vote, support for which they were 
led to believe would guarantee the Govern- 
ment’s commitmnt to the province’s union 
with mainland’ Britain. 

What has always been clear, and remains 
so, is that the IRA will never give up until 
it sees the realisation of all that it has fought 
for: the detachment of Northern Ireland from 
the United Kingdom and its incorporation 
into a United Ireland. 

The man who has been doing the Prime 
Minister’s bidding during this latest episode 
has been the Northern Ireland Secretary, Sir 
Patrick Mayhew, who said as recently as the 
16th November: ‘‘There has been no 
negotiating with Sinn Fein... no-one has 
been authorised to talk or negotiate on behalf 


of the British Government with Sinn Fein.”’ 
In the light of the subsequent revelations that 
contacts between the Government and Sinn 
Fein have existed for three years, the mind 
boggles at Mayhew’s duplicity. However, 
perhaps one should remember that this was 
the man who, as Attorney General, sought to 
dissuade Sir Hal Miller from giving evidence 
in the Matrix-Churchill trial. 

John Major has the audacity to call 
‘barmy’ and ‘bastards’ the few remaining 
Tory MPs with the integrity to oppose the 
selling out of the United Kingdom to the 
Euro-tyranny. The Prime Minister should 


_ peer just a little harder next time he looks in 


the shaving mirror. 

Therein he will perhaps see the grey 
outline of one of the very types of people he 
is talking about. 

MALVERN TIPPING 
Framlingham, Suffolk 


SIR: I wonder if IRA bombings on the 
mainland might be reduced or stopped if we 
were to ban Irish companies from doing the 
building and repair work afterwards. 

I’m sure the IRA make a vast profit out of 
this merry-go-round. Quite a lot of Irish 
building workers in London are pro-IRA, 
though I wouldn’t want to tar all of them 
with the same brush. 

Y. ROBINSON 
Hemsworth, Yorks. 


SIR: Sir: I was sad to read about the way 
Gloucester has become, and I fear this is 
just the tip of the iceberg. With immigration 
controls obviously not working, we are 
doomed, if things carry on as they are, to 
become a third world nation full of third 
world people. 

What I do not understand is the obsession 
by our lefty media and councils to hasten 
this prospect. With Birmingham effectively 
banning a Christian Christmas and being 
allowed to get away with it, what next I 


wonder? Our culture is being allowed to 
vanish under the demands of Islam and other 
alien cultures. Why? Does the average 
Briton not care? Is he to stupid to under- 
stand? And why does our Government 
encourage what is happening? Why are we, 
who are simply patriots, abused, fined and 
even jailed for our views? 

What we now have in Britain is almost 
like a foreign occupation. We are paying 
through the nose for the race relations 
industry. We are paying millions on 
refugees, on teaching Asians to speak 
English and on benefits which the new- 
comers seem to receive automatically, with 
no questions asked. 

Do we have a national death-wish? Have 
we fought off invasion over the many 
centuries of our history only to allow our 
land to be taken over without a shot fired? 

It all appears to be part of a ghastly 
subversive scheme to complete the demise of 
our once-great country. 

Thanks for a good but disturbing read in 
Spearhead. | 

O.W. DICKERSON 
Stamford, Lincs. 


SIR: With reference to Margaret Thatcher in 
The Downing Street Years (BBC1, 10th 
November), of all the hypocritical statements 
I have ever heard, Maggie’s remarks 
regarding treacherous behaviour by ministers 
in her cabinet tops the lot. 

How does she think we the indigenous 
people of Britain feel when we have had 
fifty years of this treachery from one 
government after another, including her 
own? 

“If you break faith with us, 

We shall not sleep.” 


This was part of a poem written by a 
soldier in World War I who never returned. 
CRAIG KERR 

Emsworth, Hants. 
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AMERICA’S DECLINE: THE EDUCATION OF A 
CONSERVATIVE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £3.50. A 
collection of articles and reviews on various aspects of 
the collapse of modern civilisation. 1981, 375pp. 
ARTHURIAN LEGENDS, THE. £8.95 (paperback 
only). A beautifully illustrated anthology of Arthurian 
literature from Geoffrey of Monmouth to T.H. White. 
A ‘must’ for lovers of nation legends. 1979, 224pp. 


A WORLD COUP D’ETAT IS PLANNED (Dr. Kitty 
Little) 50p. Update to Treason at Westminster, giving 
details of the destructive effects of treaties foisted on 
Britain. 1984, 66p. 

BABYLONIAN WOE, THE (David Astle) £17.00. A 
study of the origin of certain financial practices and 
their effects on the events of ancient history, written in 
the light of the present day. 1975, 250pp. 

BARNES TRILOGY, THE (Harry Elmer Barnes) 
£2.75. A combined volume containing this famous 
American revisionist’s pamphlets: Court Historians 
versus Revisionism; Blasting the Historical Blackout and 
Revisionism and Brainwashing. These first appeared in 
1952, 1963 and 1963 respectively, and this combined 
edition is dated 1979. 133pp. 

BEHIND THE SCENE (Douglas Reed) £3.50. A 
reprint of the second part of the author’s Far and Wide, 
published i in 1953. The new themes are titled ‘Zionism 
Paramount’ and ‘Communism Penetrant’. 93pp. 

BEST OF ATTACK AND NATIONAL VANGUARD, 
THE £12.00. A selection of hard-hitting nationalist 
articles published between 1970 and 1982 in two 
uncompromising American magazines. 217 large pages. 
BIOLOGY OF THE RACE PROBLEM, THE (Prof. 
W.C. George) £1.00. The race equality hoax destroyed 
by an academic expert. 70pp. 

BLOOD GROUPS AND RACE (Roger Pearson) 65p. 
Describes how races are identifiable by their blood 
group patterns by means of classification techniques. 
2nd ed. 1966, 36pp. 

BOUND TO FAIL (Sundry authors) £2.00. A series 
of articles by various experts covering every aspect of 
Britain’s disastrous membership of the EEC. 1987, 
62pp. 

BRITAIN’S FUTURE: INDEPENDENCE OR 
EXTINCTION (Prof. Stephen Bush) £1.00. A strong 
plea for British independence from EC bureau-crvcy. 
1990, 19pp. 

CAMP OF THE SAINTS, THE (Jean Raspail) £5.00. 
A welcome reissue of this sensational novel about the 
destruction of the white race by Asian immigrant 
invasion. 1973, 311pp. . 
CHURCHILL’S WAR (David Irving) £16.95. The 
highly controversial story of Britain’s World War II 
leader during the late pre-war and wartime years. This 
book was shunned by all the ‘establishment’ publishers 
on account of its startling disclosures. Churchill- 
worshippers and believers in the ‘orthodox’ version of 
modern history will not like this book, as it describes its 
central character as the man who ruined Britain and the 
British Empire in his insane Bin against Hitler. 
1987, 591pp. 

CHURCHILL: THE END OF GLORY (John 
Charmley)* £30.00. This massive work follows in the 
footsteps of David Irving in his Churchill’s War in its 
demolition of the myth of Churchill as a great national 
leader. The author is in fact less personally scathing in 
his treatment of his subjegt than is Irving, even stating 
that Churchill was a ‘great man’. Nevertheless, the 
book highlights ourwar Premier’s overweening personal 


ambition and is particularly critical of his failure to. 


come to an agreement with Hitler after British forces 
had been defeated in Europe in 1940. A valuable new 
contribution to revisionist history. 1993, 742pp. 

COLLAPSE OF BRITISH POWER, THE (Correlli 
Barnett) £10.99. A welcome reissue of a vitally 
important book first published in 1972. Shows how 
liberalism and lack of political realism brought about 


Britain’s 20th century decline in the political, industrial , 


and military fields. 643pp. 

CONSPIRACY OR DEGENERACY? (Prof. Revilo 
P. Oliver) £4.00. Text of a lecture by the author, a 
brilliant classical scholar, to New England rally for 
God, Family and Country 1966. 76pp. 
CONTROVERSY OF ZION, THE (Douglas Reed) 
£14.50. A best seller in nationalist circles ever since its 
publication. A study of Jewish-Gentile relations since 
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biblical times, packed with little known and long 
suppressed facts. 1979, 580pp. 


DEALING IN HATE: THE DEVELOPMENT OF 
ANTI-GERMAN PROPAGANDA (Dr. Michael F. 
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warlike Germany and examines the methods used to 
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edition 1981, 613pp. 

ELEVENTH HOUR, THE (John Tyndall) £12 hard- 
back. Mostly written by the BNP leader in prison, this 
is the book all nationalists have waited for. The most 
comprehensive presentation yet to appear of the case for 
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TRADITIONALISTS’ ANTHOLOGY (Compiled by 
Elizabeth Lady Freeman) £9.00. A fascinating 
collection of quotations from a wide variety of writers, 


many of which are of direct relevance to the nationalist 
cause. 1986, 185pp. 


TREASON AT WESTMINSTER (Dr. Kitty Little) 
50p. Text of a memorandum to the Royal Commission 
on Criminal Procedure entitled: Infiltration of the 


Government by members of subversive or criminal 
organisations for the purpose of furthering the interests 
of those organisations. 1979, 24pp. 
UNCONDITIONAL HATRED (Capt. Russell 
Grenfell) £8.00. An exposure of the hate campaign 
against Germany before and during World War I 
conducted by British politicians, together with its 
disastrous consequences. 1953, 273pp. 

USES OF RELIGION, THE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£1.00. Examines the value of religion as a socially 
cohesive force. 1982, 36pp. f 
VENTILATIONS (Wilmot Robertson) £4.50. The 
sequel to the same author's widely acclaimed The, 
Dispossessed Majority. Revised edition 1982, 113pp. 
VICTIM OF THE HOLOCAUST (Hans Peter 
Rullman) £3.50. The story of the framing of John 
Demjanjuk. 1987, 78pp. a 

WALL STREET AND THE BOLSHEVIK 
REVOLUTION (Anthony C. Sutton) £6.80. The links 
between Wall Street finance and the Russian Revolution 
are proved beyond all question by an established 
scholar. 1974, 228pp. 

WALL STREET AND THE RISE OF HITLER 
(Anthony C. Sutton) £6.80. A book that has aroused 
considerable controversy among nationalists by its 
suggestion that Hitler had big financial backing from 
Wall Street. The author is an expert on the links 
between finance and politics. Read what he says and 
decide for yourself. 1976, 220pp. 

WAR LORDS OF WASHINGTON (Curtis B. Dall) 
£2.60. In an interview with Anthony J. Hilder, 
Roosevelt’s son-in-law exposes FDR’s responsibility for 
Pearl Harbour. n.d., 45pp. 

WEALTH, VIRTUAL WEALTH AND DEBT 
(Frederick Soddy) £10.00. The author, a Nobel prize- 
winner in chemistry, points the way to a satisfactory 
and beneficial financial system. A long-established 
Classic. 1926 (Rep. 1983), 320pp. 


WHICH WAY, WESTERN MAN? (William G. 


Simpson) £6.00. A work of outstanding philosophical 
importance based on a lifetime’s study and thought. The 
author was a former Christian liberal who through 
experience turned right away from liberalism and 
embraced the teachings of Nietzsche. Even if the reader 
does not agree with all his réligious opinions, the book 
is well worth reading for its account of the author’s 
political awakening. Enthusiastically reviewed in 
Spearhead when it first appeared. 1978, xii, 758pp. 


ZIONIST CONNECTION, THE (Alfred M. 
Lilienthal) £13.00. The second edition of a sensational 
exposure by a non-Zionist Jew of Zionist power 
politics. 1982, 904pp. 


ZIONIST FACTOR, THE (Ivor Benson) £19.40. 
New and much improved edition of a book first 
published in 1986. A study of the Jewish presence in 
20th century history, covering such events as the 
Bolshevik Revolution, the creation of Israel, the fall of 
Rhodesia and the relationship between communism and 
capitalism. 1992, iii, 205pp. 

ZIONIST TERROR NETWORK, THE £2.00. A 12 
page report on the murderous activities in the United 
States of the Jewish Defence League, compiled by the 
staff of the Institute for Historical Review. 


_PUBLICITY MATERIAL 


Except where otherwise stated, the items listea 
below should be ordered from PO Box 117, 
Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 


A New Way Forward 


A summary of the main political objective¢ of the 
British National Party. 79p post-free. 


Fight Back! 


British National Party manifesto for the recent 1992 
election. Policies are exactly as outlined in A New Way 
Forward (above) but with different title, cover design 
and introduction. 79p post-free. 


Where We Stand 


A new, abridged and bang up-to-date statement of BNP 
policies. Standard information brochure sent to 
enquirers. 29p post-free. 


No to Maastricht! No to Europe! 


Brand-new booklet outlining the British National Party 
case against the EC and in particular against the Maas- 
tricht Treaty. Produced out.of collaboration between 


BNP Devon Branch and party headquarters. S9p post- 
Sree. 


The Enemy Within 


This, the latest BNP booklet, is about the role of the 
BBC as a weapon of mass brainwashing. The booklet 
comprises the text of an official complaint by the party 
to the Broadcasting Complaints Commission following 
the odious Public Eye programme shown in January 
1993. Although the complaint is about one specific TV 
programme, its general drift could be said to apply to a 
wide range of ‘anti-nationalist propaganda on TV and 
radio. 44p post-free. 


BNP Election Manifesto 1983 


Booklet outlining the policies on which the British 
National Party fought the 1983 general election. Entitled 
Vote for Britain (23pp). 49p post-free. 


BNP Badges 


British National Party badges with logo in red, white 
and blue. £1.25 post-free. 


BNP Key Rings 


Key rings with attachment bearing BNP logo in red, 
white and blue. £1.75 post-free. 


BNP Cloth Logo 


BNP logo in cloth, also in red, white and blue. Ideal for 
sowing cnto anoraks, etc. £1.50 post-free. 


BNP Leaflets 


Defend Rights for Whites! New leaflet rallying white 
people to defend their heritage and oppose multi- 
racialism. The leaflet looks at the effect of multi- 
racialism on Law and Order, Housing, Health Care, 
Employment, Education and Social Welfare. It also 
deals with the treasonable role of the mass media in 
promoting multi-racial Britain. This leaflet is larger than 
the standard BNP product. Text and illustrations cover 
two sides of an A4 format, which is to be folded into 
three panels each side. £10.00 per 1,000, with postage 
charges of £4,80 per 1,000. 


Rebuild Britain NOW! Fairly new leatlet. Deals 
mostly with measures needed to revive the British 
economy and restore full employment, but also mentions 


Contd. overleaf 
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the effect on British jobs of the coloured invasion. 


Join us! Highly successful recruiting leaflet designed 
for BNP Autumn and Winter 1992 and Spring 1993 
recruitment campaigns. Gives brief account of best- 
known BNP policies. A summons to battle! 


Immigration: the time to say STOP! Leaflet drawing 
attention to the still large numbers of immigrants 
coming into Britain and calling for repatriation. 


Violent crime in Britain: the horrifying truth. Deals 
with muggings, rapes and other violent attacks on 
defenceless people, giving examples of specific cases. 
Calls for much tougher treatment of violent criminals. 


Hang child murderers! Very powerful leaflet calling 
for the death penalty for the killers of little children. 


Stop unemployment... Ban imports! Up-to-date leaflet 
dealing with the effect on British jobs of unrestricted 
imports of goods that can and should be produced in 
Britain by British workers. Contains photo of pithead 
scene and is especially suitable for distribution to coal 
miners threatened with redundancy through planned pit 
closures. 


Stand by Ulster! Leaflet supporting Loyalists in 
Northern Ireland and listing BNP policies for the 
province. 


Election warm-up leaflet. This leaflet has been 
prepared specially for areas where the BNP plans to put 
up candidates for elections, whether parliamentary or 
local government. It precedes the final leaflet bearing 
the candidate's name, and is designed for ‘warm-up’ 
purposes. Based on the ‘Rights for Whites’ theme, it is 
especially valuable for areas where immigration and 
race are a big issuc. 


Wake up Scotland! Leaflet specially designed to bring 
the BNP message to Scotland. 


These leaflets cost £4.50 per 1,000, with postage 
charges of £4.10 for 1,000 and £4.65 for 2,000. 


BNP Recordings 


Rally °93. Video-recording of the latest BNP Annual 
Rally, staged just outside London on November 6th 
1993. Hear and see speeches by John Morse, David 
Bruce, Kirk Lyons, Claude Cornilleau and John 
Tyndall. Excellent quality of film! 

Rally °92. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 24th 1992. Hear and see speeches 
by Syd Carthew, John Peacock, Ken Henderson, Claude 
Cornilleau, David Bruce, Sam Dickson, Richard 


Video-recording of the | : 
British National Party Annual Rally, 
November 6th 1993 | 


Hear:- ae 
JOHN MORSE (Chairman) 
DAVID BRUCE 
KIRK LYONS 
CLAUDE CORNILLEAU 
GUNTHER DECKERT 
JOHN TYNDALL 


BNP Recordings, PO Box 117, Welling, Ke 


OUR LATEST VIDEO 
See this page 


Edmonds and John Tyndall. 

Rally ’91. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 12th 1991. Hear and see speeches 
by Steve Tyler, Scott McLean, Ken Henderson, Eddy 
Butler, Tony Wells, Dr. Donald Clarke, Richard 
Edmonds and John Tyndall. 

Rally °90. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 


London on October 13th 1990. Hear and see speeches 
by David Bruce, Steve Cartwright, John Peacock, Karl 


Philipp, Tony Wells, Steve Smith, Richard Edmonds 
and John Tyndall. 


Rally ’89. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 14th 1989. Hear and see speeches 
by Mark Wilson, John Peacock, Gus McLeod, Tony 
Morgan, David Bruce, Harry Mullin, Richard Edmonds 
and John Tyndall. 


Rally ’87. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 31st 1987. Hear and see hes 
by Ronald Rickcord, Ian Sloan, Gus McLeod, Dr. Peter 
Peel, Richard Edmonds, Stanley Clayton-Garnett, David 
Bruce and John Tyndall. 


Videos cost £12.00 plus 98p p&p. 


Rally ’82. Sound recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 16th 1982, the theme of which was 
‘Unite and fight for Britain’s future’. Speeches by 
Charles Parker and John Tyndall. 

Tyndall Speaks I. Two studio talks: (1) ‘Our Anglo- 
Saxon heritage’; (2) ‘Britain's economic crisis’. 
Tyndall Speaks II. Two studio talks: (1) ‘The case for 
nationalism’; (2) ‘Tragedy of the 20th century’ (about 
World War ID. 

Tyndall Speaks III. Two studio talks: (1) ‘Why we 


‘must repatriate’; (2) ‘Foundations of the national 


community’. 

Tyndall Speaks IV. Two studio talks: (1) ‘The way to 
full employment’; (2) ‘The racial time-bomb’. 
Recordings are on audio-cassette and cost £3.50 plus 
34p p&p. 

Allied publications 

We recommend the following two publications which, 
although not connected with the British National Party, 


reflect a broadly similar viewpoint on national and 
international issues:- 


CANDOUR 


British views letter, founded by A.K. Chesterton to 
defend national sovereignty against the menace of inter- 
national finance. Subscription: UK £12.00 per year; 
Overseas £15.00 per year; U.S.A $25.00 per year. 
Obtainable from: Forest House, Liss Forest, Hants. 
GU33 7DD. 


THE TRUTH AT LAST 

Hard-hitting paper for American and other white race 
patriots. Send a £5 note for a six-month trial subscrip- 
tion to: PO Box 1211, Marietta, Georgia 30061, U.S.A. 


EXCELLENT DAGENHAM MEETING 


THE BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY held its first 
major meeting in Dagenham, Essex, on 
Thursday, December 2nd. The meeting was held 
very largely for the purpose of consolidating the 


BRITISH NATIONALIST 


British Nationalist is a tabloid published 
in support of the British National Party, 
normally on a monthly basis. Sample 
copies will be sent on receipt of 49p 
(covering p&p). Subscription for 12 
issues is £6.15 (British Isles) or 
£10.00 (overseas surface mail). Bulk 
rates are as follows:- 


10 copies £2.80 
25 copies £6.60 
50 copies £12.00 © 
100 copies £21.00 
150 copies £30.00 
200 copies £36.00 £6.50 post 
300 copies £50.40: + £8.10 post 
400 copies £66.00 + £8.10 post | 
500 copies £78.00. by Roadline 


98p post 
£3.25 pst 
£4.25 post 
£4.80 post 
£5.50 post 


Cheques/postal orders to British Nat- 
jonalist, PO Box 417, Welling, Kent 
DA16 3DW. Please keep orders and 
enquiries concerning British Nationalist 
entirely separate froom other corres- 
‘pondence in order to avoid confusion: 
and delay. : 
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big wave of support that had been registered in 
the area following the party’s famous election 
victory in Tower Hamlets. The Barking & Dagen- 
ham unit of the BNP had been developing steadily 
for some time, but after Tower Hamlets the party 
received many new enquiries from the area. 
Now, following the Dagenham meeting, many of 
these enquirers have become members. 

Due to massive media interest in the party, 
three TV cameras crews were present to film the 
event, two of them from the US. 


Tony Le Comber, Organiser of the neigh-. 


bouring Redbridge Branch spoke first and said 
that Millwall could be the catalyst for the BNP to 
‘take off’ and become a real national force, just 


as the Front National had in France after a 
successful election ‘result in a comparably small 
area. 

Steve Smith, the former Tower Hamlets Branch 
Organiser, spoke of the traditional political apathy 
in Britain resulting from the country having not 
been conquered and occupied by a foreign power 
for nearly 1,000 years. But all this, he said, could 
change now after Millwall. 

John Tyndall made the final speech, slamming 
the old parties for their failure and incompetence. 
Addressing himself to the newcomers present, he 
said that they would find BNP people wholly diff- 
erent from the image of them portrayed by the 
lying mass media. One thing that was strange 

. compared with the other parties, 
he said to laughter, was that in 
‘the BNP one can actually tell the 
men apart from the women! Mr. 
Tyndall ended by promising the 
audience: ‘‘We will win!”’ 

Just over 100 were present and 
the meeting ended in great 
ethusiasm. It was ably chaired by 
Barking & Dagenham Organiser 
Paul Witcher, and the collection 
raised over £400 — tremendous 
for an attendance of this size. 


DAGENHAM 
John Tyndall speaks. Seated left 
to right are Paul Witcher, Tony 
Le Comber and Steve Smith. 


RICHARD EDMONDS, National Activities Organiser of the 
British National Party, finally obtained his release from prison 
on the 9th December following a successful appeal for bail to 
a judge in chambers. Spearhead takes this opportunity of 
welcoming him back to freedom. 

The episode of Mr. Edmonds’ being remanded in custody, 
along with three other BNP activists, was a national disgrace 
which we are quite certain bears the hallmarks of political 
pressure. The four were arrested following a riot in East 
London’s Brick Lane which was beyond any doubt instigated 
by the opponents of the BNP, who made a violent attack on a 
team of party activists, led by Mr. Edmonds, who were peace- 
fully selling newspapers. The opposing rioters were all 
subsequently granted bail but their victims were detained. 
Some time later two of the BNP men, Paul Steele and Stephen 
O’Shea were granted bail but the other two, Richard Edmonds 
and Simon Biggs, were still held. As this report is compiled, 
Simon Biggs is still in custody. Below Richard Edmonds gives 
a message of thanks to his supporters. 


RICHARD EDMONDS 


A message to supporters 


Dear Friends, 


I write to thank you for your kind support while I was held in jail on remand. At this 
point, I would like to make it clear that I shall be pleading not guilty when I come to trial. 
The whole case is now sub-judice, hence I cannot discuss it any further. 

Your support, and your belief in me and our cause, was much appreciated when I was 
in jail. It is only the knowledge that people like you believe in one that enables one to 
endure an ordeal like a term in prison. As for the rightness of our cause, for me this 
becomes more strongly confirmed by every experience, every day — and certainly after 
spending twelve weeks behind bars, where I saw real criminals treated very easily, and with 
no expression from them of sorrow for what they had done. The fact is that they are not 
really punished at all for their crimes, often the most grievous and wicked. 

There is a lot wrong with this country. But with energy, courage and support for each 
other the British people can rise above their current afflictions, and again be a great and 
happy people. 

I would finally like to remind everyone that my friend and colleague Simon Biggs has 
again been refused bail and must hence spend Christmas and the New Year in jail — he is 
the last of the ‘Brick Lane Four’. I know that he would appreciate it if you were to send him 
your best wishes and encouragement. His address is: Mr. Simon Biggs NA 2058, HMP 
Bellmarsh, Western Way, London S.E.28. 

| 


Yours in gratitude 
RICHARD EDMONDS 


Combat 18 outlawed in BNP 


By a decision made last month by the 
British National Party leadership, the group 
known as Combat 18 has been declared a 
hostile organisation and is henceforth 
proscribed by the party. This means that no 
members of the BNP may simultaneously be 
members of Combat 18, that Combat 18 
members are not welcome at BNP meetings 
or on any other activities and that Combat 
18 literature may not be distributed at any 
such meetings. 


THANK YOU! 


The Editor and Mrs. Tyndall would like to 
thank all those readers, supporters and friends 
who sent them the many greetings cards they 
received at Yuletide. It is hoped that these 
good people will understand that it would not 
be practical to send cards to everyone in 
return, as this would involve considerable 
expense. Please accept this message of 
gratitude and appreciation as our way of 
returning the compliment to all concerned. 
And a happy new year to you too! 


This decision follows an investigation of 
Combat 18 activities, which has revealed 
that for some months that organisation has 
been working to disrupt and divide the BNP. 
It has also attempted to employ physical 
intimidation against BNP members. It simply 
is not wanted on the nationalist scene. 


New Legal Fund 
Opened 


RICHARD EDMONDS, although 
now released from custody by 
being granted bail, has to face trial 
along with three other British 
National Party activists sometime 
fairly early in the new year. It 
seems clear that political pressure 
is being brought to bear to ensure 
that these men receive terms of 
imprisonment, quite regardless of 
their guilt or innocence on the 
charges on which they are being 


accused. 


it is essential that these men 
receive good legal representation, 
and for this reason we are reopen- 
ing the Legal Fund that was 


launched in the past to deal with 
other cases. We are setting a 
target for the fund of £3,000. If it 
should 


transpire that legal 
expenses fall short of this figure, 
the balance will be set by as a 
reserve to help other BNP per- 
sonnel needing legal help in the 
future. We ask everyone to con- 
tribute generously to this fund. 
Pleasé send donations to BNP 
Legal Fund, PO Box 117, Welling, 
Kent DA16 3DW. 


The Welling Club 

The Welling Club is a special 
group that has been formed for the 
purpose of raising money for the 
British National Party. Membership 
is open to all persons, whether or 
not BNP members, willing to con- 
tribute £20 each month to the 
party's funds. 

Those wishing to join the Welling 
Club should apply, sending their 
initial £20 contribution (made out 
to the British National Party) to PO 
Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 
3DW. 


SUPPORT FUND 


Income from the sales of our magazine | is not enc _ 


| to a r production 7 
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ISLINGTON & CAMDEN 
BM Box 3958, London WCIN 3XX 
EAST LONDON 
PO Box 300, Emma Street, 
Hackney, London E2 7BZ 
HILLINGDON 
PO Box 390, Uxbridge, 

- Middlesex UB8 3BA 
CROYDON & MERTON 
PO Box 301, Carshalton, 
Surrey SM5 4QW f 
SOUTH EAST LONDON 
PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW 
BARKING & DAGENHAM 
PO Box 70, Dagenham, Essex RM8 2LZ 
EPPING FOREST 
PO Box 12, Loughton, Essex IG10 2DN 
WEST KENT 
PO Box 48, Tonbridge TN11 9JF 
EAST KENT 
PO Box 8, Ashford TNE3 2EL 
WATFORD 
BM Box 1245, London WCIN 3XX 
MILTON KEYNES 
PO Box 811, Bradwell Common, 
Milton Keynes, Bucks. MK13 8YZ 
BEDFORD 
PO Box 174, Kempston, 
Bedford MK42 8EQ 


CAMBRIDGE 

PO Box 817, Waterbeach, 

Cambridge CB5 9JR 

BERKSHIRE & NORTH HANTS. 
BCM Box 4110, London WCIN 3XX 
ISLE OF WIGHT | 

PO Box 7, Ventnor, I.0.W. PO38 1RA 
DEVON 

‘PO Box 160, Exeter EX1 3YY 
SOUTH WALES 

PO Box 632, Cardiff CF2 1UU 
BIRMINGHAM 

PO Box 771, Great Barr, 

Birmingham B44 9LZ 

WEST BROMWICH 

PO Box 3398, West Bromwich B70 OLA 


WORCESTER 
PO Box 229, Worcester WR2 4SU 


Contact your 
local party unit! 


THE BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY is 
organised into active units extending over 
most of the United Kingdom. Here we give a 
list of the main units. 


CANNOCK 
PO Box 3, Cannock WS11 2AF 


STOKE-ON-TRENT 
PO Box 312, Hanley, Staffs. ST1 OSG 


NORTHAMPTONSHIRE 
PO Box 45, Wellingborough NN8 3HE 


LEICESTER 
PO Box 148, Leicester LE3 2YD 


NOTTINGHAM 
PO Box 2, Carlton, Nottingham NG4 3EQ 


MANSFIELD & ASHFIELD 
PO Box 20, Mansfield, Notts. NG19 6HP 


DERBY 
PO Box 249, Derby DE21 9EG 


CHESTERFIELD 
PO Box 174, Chesterfield, 
Derbyshire S40 1FP 


LIVERPOOL 
PO Box 116, Liverpool L69 1SH 


WARRINGTON 
c/o PO Box 16, Salford M6 5EP 


MANCHESTER & SALFORD 
PO Box 16, Salford M6 SEP 


The BNP also has units in Hounslow & 
Staines, Redbridge, Newham, Southend-on- 
Sea, Isle of Sheppey, Woking, Reading, 
Gloucestershire, Bristol & Bath, Bourne- 
mouth, Stevenage, Enfield & South Herts., 
Stourbridge, Coventry, Grantham, Ilkeston, 
North Wales, Bolton & Bury, Ashton-under- 
Lyme, Batley, Hull, York, Skipton, Tees- 
side, Sunderland, Stirling & Alloa, Fife, 
Cumbernauld, Greenock, Lanarkshire, Ayr, 
Cumnock (Ayrshire), Inverness and Belfast. 
If you want to make contact with any of these 
units, or start a new unit, please write to 


_ BNP Head Office at PO Box 117, Welling, 


Kent DA16 3DW. 


TV alert for American readers! 


This is to inform our friends in the United 
States that the British National Party will.be the 
subject of two television reports made by CBS 


Send 50p for information pack to:- 
P.O. BOX 117 

WELLING __ 

KENT DA16 3DW 
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network which we have been told will be shown 


Find out about the British National Party 


(Telephone enquiries to 081 316 4721) 


in the US sometime in January. One will be 
shown on the regular current affairs programme 
Sixty Minutes and the other on CBS News. We do 
not know of the exact dates but watch your paper! 


Name.........000. sis 


Address.............- 


MANCHESTER SOUTH | 
PO Box 18, Manchester M21 9PZ 
ROCHDALE 


PO Box 118, Rochdale, 
Lancs. OL16 1AH 


OLDHAM 

PO Box 10, Oldham, Lancs. OL8 2WW 
BLACKBURN 

PO Box 149, Blackburn, 

Lancs. BB2 2UQ 


BURNLEY 

PO Box 169, Burnley, Lancs. BB10 3AP 
NELSON & COLNE 

Flat 2, 18 Walton Street, Colne, 

Lancs. BB8 OEN 

TODMORDEN 

PO Box 15, Todmorden, Lancs. OL14 7NQ 
BLACKPOOL 
PO Box 53, South Shore, 

Blackpool FY4 1FS 


LEEDS 
PO Box BR10, Bramley, Leeds 13 


BRADFORD 
PO Box 565, Bradford BD10 0YZ 


HUDDERSFIELD 

PO Box A43, Huddersfield HD1 4NN 
DEWSBURY 

PO Box 32, Dewsbury WF12 0YU 
HALIFAX, 

PO Box 133, Halifax HX3 6HB 
DARLINGTON 

PO Box 61, Darlington, 

Co. Durham DL3 9RD 


TYNE & WEAR 
PO Box 25, Sunderland SR3 1YZ 


CUMBRIA 
PO Box 7, Ulverston, Cumbria LA12 8LX 


EDINBURGH ' 
PO Box 719, Edinburgh -EH4 2SR 


MIDLOTHIAN 
PO Box 14, Dalkeith EH22 5DL 


WEST LOTHIAN 
PO Box 50, Livingston EH54 8JJ 


TAYSIDE 
PO Box 210, Dundee DD1 9EP 


GLASGOW 
PO Box 85, Glasgow G3 8UL 


o 


ULSTER REVIEW 


Subscribe to U/ster Review, the magazine of 
the Ulster Young Unionist Council. Write to 
the Ulster Unionist Party, 3 Glengall Street, 
Belfast BT12 5AE for details. 
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